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CURRENT TOPICS. 


Tux sustvess before the Vacation Court on Wednesday last 
was of a light character. Mr. Justice Swinren Eavy rose 
shortly after halt-past two. 





WE print elsewhere a letter which has appeared this week in 
the Times from a “ county court judge” on the question of the 
remuneration paid to the class to which he belongs. The same 
subject is discussed in an article by Mr. E. Bowzn-Row anps in 
the current number of the Law Quarterly Review. ‘‘ The county 
court bench,” says the latter writer, ‘‘at present is well officered 
and inadequately remunerated,” and he indulges in an amusing 
comparison between the salaries of the High Court judges and 
those of their inferior brethren. He argues that if £2,500 of 
the larger salary be allowed for “dignity,” the remaining 
£2,500 might properly be paid alike to _ Court and county 
court judges for the intrinsic value of the services they 
render. Of course, as both writers admit, any plea for 
an increase of salary evokes the ready reply that the present 
salary makes the post a prize which is eagerly sought by 
numerous capable men, a consideration which the Treasury can 
hardly overlook. Probably the proper course would to 
differentiate between the various districts, and assign higher 
salaries in those where the work is heaviest and most responsible. 
The question is intimately connected with that of county court 
juriediction, and there is no principle apparent in the present 
system which severely limits the jurisdiction in some directions 
and extends it in others. A rearrangement of jurisdiction, with 
the gradation of judges and the or of the claim of county 
court judges to be appointed to the High Court, is possibly 
what we shall see in the future. Ovounty courts would then, in 
effect, become district branches of the High Court, and the civil 
assizes might be dispensed with except in some half-dozen 
important centres. 


Ar THE recent Trade Union Congress a series of resolutions 
were passed which are intended to secure the amendment of the 
existing law relating to labour associations, From a technical 
point of view exception might be taken to some part of 
them. The Taff Vale decision has not, as the first resolution 
implied, deprived unions of the right of voluntary association 
enjoyed by them under the Trade Union Act, 1871. It has only 
shewn that employers may have an effective remedy for wrongful 
acts done at the instigation of a trade union. t is really 
required is to ascertain what acts are to be treated as wrongful. 
Picketing for the purpose of persuasion is clearly wrongful 
under the Conspiracy and Protection of Property Act, 1875, and 
canbe restrained by injunction in a civil action according to 
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Lyons v. Wilkins (1896, 1 Ch. 811). Whether this should be so is 
a debatable matter, and one of the resolutions calls for 
legislation to ‘legalize peaceful picketing and persuasion.” 
The difficulty, of course, is that this kind of picketing, proper 
enough in itself, so readily passes into intimidation. It may be 
noticed that prior to the Act of 1875 picketing for the purpose 
of peaceful persuasion was lawful, provided the real object was 
not the coercion of the master; but the Act of 1875 prohibited 
all picketing save only for the purpose of communicating 
information. This was held to be the effect of the statute by 
Houppizstonz, B., as to criminal cases in Reg. v. Bauld (13 
Cox C. O. 282), and as to civil cases in Lyons v. Wilkins (supra). 
Another of the resolutions asks for legislation “ to clearly define 
the law of conspiracy so that what is legal for one man to do 
shall not be either a criminal offence or an actionable wrong if 
done by many in combination.” A clear definition of the law 
of conspiracy is certainly wanted, but it will take a good deal to 
induce the Legislature to intervene. We fear that the trade 
unions will have to await the slow evolution of a definition out 
of the somewhat contradictory decisions of the House of Lords. 





Oxz or the proposals which did not find favour with the Trade 
Union Congress was that for the creation of courts of arbitration 
in labour disputes ‘‘to be constituted by an equal number of work- 
men and employers’ representatives, and presided over by a Lord 
Justice ; legal experts to be debarred from acting as representa- 
tives, and the power of the courts to be compulsory where 
conciliation failed.”” We referred recently (ante, p. 722) to a 
communication which appeared in the Zimes of the 16th ult. with 
respect to the Arbitration Court of New Zealand, in which 
reasons were given for fearing that the system of com- 
pulsory arbitration in force in that country was adapted only 
to prosperous times. The same view was enforced in a subse- 
quent letter to the same paper (25th ult.), in which it was 
alleged that the chief business of the court so far had been to 
determine how higher prices should be shared between masters 
and men. Theoretically, of course, there is everything to be 
said in favour of arbitration, in trade disputes as much as in inter- 
national quarrels. But arbitration depends upon the temper of the 
opposing parties, and it is only mutual confidence and a readiness to 
abide by the decision of indifferent persons that can make it 
prevail. At present a large majority of trade unionists are 
averse to giving compulsory arbitration a chance, though it is 
obvious from recent developments that the conduct of strikes is 
becoming increasingly difficult. 





Orz or THE short list of statutes which this year has so far 
uced is the Labour Bureaux (London) Act, 1902. Some 
interesting details as to the circumstances which have called for 
the Act are given in a recent article in the Daily News, founded, 
we gather, upon a leaflet which the London Reform Union is 
issuing. The Act enables the council of any metropolitan borough 
to establish and maintain a labour bureau, and to charge the 
expenses to the rates. A “‘labour bureau ”’ is defined to mean 
‘‘an office or place used for the purpose of supplying informa- 
tion either by the keeping of registers or otherwise respecting 
employers who desire to engage workpeople and workpeople 
who seek engagement or employment.” It appears that such 
offices were opened by several of the London vestries some ten 
years ago when times were bad, but with an improvement in 
the conditions of labour some of them were closed, and only a 
few were in existence when the vestries were recently 
replaced by the borough councils. The necessity of submitting 
the borough accounts to the audit of the Local Government 
Board has raised doubts as to the legality of spending the rate- 
payers’ money for this purpose, and the remaining registers were 
closed except in Battersea. That the bureaux were extensively 
used is shown by the figures given for the five districts of 
Battersea, Hackney, Islington, St. Martin-in-the-Fields, and St. 
Pancras for 1900, the total number of applications for work 
being 9,724 and the number for whom work was found being 
6,324. From the ratepayers’ point of view the slight cost of a 
labour bureau—in Chelsea it was in 1892 £180—is by no means 
to be regretted if work is thus found for men who might other- 
wise be unemployed. 





AN INTERESTING decision was given by the Divisional Court 
(Lord Atverstong, O.J., and Daruine and Onannett, JJ.) in 
Torkington v. Magee (1902, 2 K. B. 427) on the meaning of the 
term ‘legal chose in action” in section 25 (6) of the Judicature 
Act, 1875. That section, as is well known, provides that an 
absolute assignment, by writing under the hand of the 
assignor, “of any debt or other legal chose in action” of 
which notice in writing is given to the debtor or other 
person from whom the chose in action can be claimed, passes 
the legal right to the chose in action, and consequently the 
assignee can sue for it in his own name. In the present case 
the defendant had contracted to sell his reversionary interest in 
certain property to Rayner, and Rayner by deed assigned his 
interest in the contract to the plaintiff. Notice in writing of this 
assignment was given to the defendant. Subsequently the plaintiff 
alleged that the defendant had refused to perform his contract and 
he brought an action to recover damages for the breach. There- 
upon the question was raised whether the benefit of the contract 
was a chose in action which admitted of legal assignment under the 
sub-section. Literally, it cannot be denied that the term is 
extensive enough for this purpose. ‘‘ Chose in action,” said 
CHANNELL, J., in delivering the judgment of the court, “isa 
known legal expression used to describe all personal 
rights of property which can only be claimed or enforced 
by action, and not by taking physical possession.” And 
though it may be necessary in construing the section to 
place some limit on the meaning of the term, yet the learned 
judge observed that the limitation was to be gathered from 
the general intention of the section to give prevalence to 
the rules of equity. Thus where an equitable assign- 
ment was formerly possible, a legal assignment was now 
to be also possible. ‘I think,” he said, ‘‘ the words ‘ debt or 
other legal chose in action’ mean debt or right which the common 
law looks on as not assignable by reason of its being a chose 
in action, but which a court of equity deals with as being 
assignable.” Applying this test, the benefit of the contract 
was assignable by virtue of the sub-section in the present case, 
In equity the assignee would have been entitled on taking 
proper proceedings to use the name of the assignor in order to 
enforce the contract or to recover damages for the breach of it, 
and the effect of the sub-section is to enable him to proceed at 
once in hisown name. The decision is in accordance with the 
prevailing tendency to give as liberal a construction as possible 
to the amendment of the law of procedure made by sub- 
section 6. 





THE Two recent cases of Walter v. Yalden (1902, 2 K. B. 304) 
and Ea t Stonehouse Urban Council vy. Willoughby Brothers (1902, 
2 K. B. 318) both deal, though under different circum- 
stauces, with the operation of the Real Property Limitation Acts 
when, at the time of a surrender of a lease, some person other 
than the lessee is in actual possession of the premises. When 
lease has been granted, the lessor ceases to have any right of 
entry on the land during the currency of the lease; and if a 
stranger has got into possession, although the lessee’s right to 
recover the land will be barred in twelve years, yet the statute 
will not begin to run against the lessor until the term created 
by the lease comes to an end. If the term goes on 
for the full period, this result follows without diffi- 
culty. But if it is surrendered by the lessee, it has to 
be considered whether the surrender gives the lessor an 
immediate right of entry so as to make the statute begin to run. 
In Corpus Christi College v. Rogers (49 L. J. Ex. 4), where the 
surrender was accompanied by the grant of a new lease, it was 
held that, since the surrender was simultaneous with the new 
grant, there was no moment when the lessor could enter, and 
hence the statute did not commence torun. But in Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners v. Rowe (29 W. R. 159, 5 App. Cas. 736) Lord 
Szrsornz, ©., pointed out that an estate in possession must 
vest in the lessor out of which the new term is created, 
and that if a trespasser is then in occupation this estate 
gives an immediate right of entry on the land, so that, 
if the lessor does not exercise it, the statute will 
forthwith run in favour of the trespasser, But,t is other 
wise where the actual possession is in an unde*iessee who is 
not liable to be affected by the surrender. The lessor thea 
gains no right of entry and the statute does not run. 
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Walter v. Yalden @ trespasser was in possession at the time of 
surrender, so that primd facie the statute would have run from 
that date—namely, 1885—and the bar would have been com- 
_ when the action was commenced in January of this year. 
ut there was the additional circumstance that in 1885 the 
trespasser had already been in possession for more than twelve 
years, and so had acquired a title against the le-see. It 
followed that the lessee had no longer the power t» affect his 
right to possession, and he could not, by surrendering the lease, 
confer upon the lessor an immediate right of entry. In other 
words, the trespasser had gained a title to possession commen- 
surate with the term created by the lease, and until the natural 
determination of the term, which took place in 1895, ne right 
accrued to the lessor, and the statute did not begin to 1un. 





THE DEcIsIon in Walter v. Yalden (supra) has the curious 
result of shewing that a trespasser, who by twelve years’ pos- 
session has completed his title against the lessee, is, as regards 
the lessor, in a less favourable possession than if the twelve 
years had not elapsed. In Kast Stonehouse Urban Council v. 
Willoughby Brothers (1902, 2 K. B. 318) the person in actual 
possession upon the surrender of the lease was neither trespasser 
nor, strictly speaking, undertenant. In 1819 and 1831 respec- 
tively two adjoining pieces of land, X and Y, were demised by 
the same lessor to the same lessee for ninety-nine years or 
three lives. In 1846 the lessee assigned both pieces of land 
to trustees to hold upon trusts which were different as to each. 
In fact, however, the cestwis gue trust of land X entered into 
possession of part of land Y, and were so in possession when 
renewed leases of the two pieces of land were granted in 1856 ; 
and they and their successors in title so continued in possession 
until the commencement of the action in 1901 by the persons 
entitled under the then existing leaseof Y. Fresh leases had 
been granted of X in 1890, and of Y in 1894 and 1898, both 
on the assumption that the possession of the whole of each 
piece of land was held under its appropriate lease. Had the cestuis 
que trust of land X been in 1856 trespassers as to the part of land Y 
which they occupied, the statute would in that year have begun to 
run in their favour; but Cuannett, J., held that they were 
neither trespassers nor were they tenants under the trustees. 
Their possession was in law the possession of the trustees, and at 
the time of the renewal of the lease of Y in 1856 the possession 
was effectually surrendered to the lessor so as to enable him to 
grant the fresh lease; while even if the cestuis que trust of land 
X had acquired a title to part of land Y, this would have been 
an accretion to their beneficial leasehold interest in land X, and 
would have passed to the lessor upon the termination of the 
lease of land X in 1890, so as to enable him to grant it afresh. 
Upon either view the possession of the part of land Y, although 
it had gone with land X for a period of over fifty years, con- 
ferred no title, and the plaintiffs, who claimed under the lease 
of land Y renewed in 1894 and again in 1898, were held to be 
entitled to recover from the defendants the part of land Y in 
question. 





A .xasE which provides for forfeiture on breach of a covenant 
to repair should also contain a provision for payment by the 
lessee of the costs incurred by the lessor in consulting and 
employing a solicitor and surveyor in respect of the preparation 
of the notice required by section 14 of the Conveyancing Act, 


1881. Otherwise it is possible for the lessee under certain 
circumstances to avoid liability for these costs. It was decided 
in Skinners’ Co. v. Knight (1891, 2 Q. B. 542) that the “‘com- 
pensation,” which the lessee is liable to pay under section 14, 
does not include such costs. Semble, also that the lessor cannot 
recover them as damages in an action for breach of covenant. 
Fry, L.J., at p. 545, says: ‘‘ We incline to’the belief that com- 
peeeties under the section is to be measured by the same rule as 

amages in an action for the breach.” Asa result of this decision it 
was provided by section 2 (i.) of the Conveyancing Act, 1892, that 
“a lessor shall be entitled to recover as a debt due to him from 
a lessee, and in addition to damages (if any) all reasonable costs 
and expenses properly incurred by the lessor in the employment 
or a solicitor and surveyor or valuer, or otherwise, in reference 
to any breach giving rise to a right of re-entry or forfeiture 


which, at the request of the lessee, is waived by the — 
writing under his hand, or from which the lessee is relieved, 
under the provisions of the Conveyancing and Law of Pro- 
perty Act, 1881, or of this Act.” his section gives 
no assistance in this respect to a lessor whose lessee 
escapes forfeiture by complying with the notice to 
repair. It was held by Esner, M.R., and Davey, L.J., in 
Nind v. Nineteenth Century Building Society (1894, 2 Q. B. 226), 
that the words of the section point to some action of the court 
on the relation of the parties. To be “relieved” the lessee 
must obtain the assistance of the court, ‘aud if he remedies his 
breach and the forfeiture is thus automatically avoided, there is 
nothing to make him liable for the solicitor’s and surveyor’s 
costs in the absence of agreement. The — of section 2 
(i.) of the Act of 1892 would appear to be superfluous in view 
of the last-mentioned case, and of the fact that the court, in 
granting relief under section 14 of the Act of 1881, had already 
a wide power to make terms as to costs, which power was not 
affected by the decision in Skinners’ Co. v. Knight : see Bridge v. 
Quick (61 L. J. Q. B. 875). The Legislature has apparentl 

accomplished less than it intended, and lessors would be we: 

advised to make adequate provision for the payment of these 
costs, which may be of considerable amount. 








TAXATION OF COSTS—SOME RECENT DECISIONS. 


Tire have been of late an unusually large number of cases 
decided relating to the taxation of costs, many of them of more 
than ordinary interest and importance. First may be noticed 
some decisions on rule 10 of the new Rules of January, 1902, 
which was substituted for regulation 29 of ord. 65, r. 27, of 
the Rules of the Supreme Court. That new rule, it will be* 
remembered, gives the taxing-master a discretion upon a tax~- 
ation between party and party to allow ‘‘ all such costs, charges, 
and expenses as shall appear to him to have been necessary or 
proper for the attainment of justice or for defending the rights 
of any party.” 

On the face of it this rule gives the taxing-master the widest 
discretion, but an ingenious attempt was made to limit 
it in a most unfortunate way in Me Iver § Co. v. Tate 
Steamers (Limited) (50 W. R. 642). On a@ taxation the 
taxing-master had allowed a sum of twelve guineas 
in respect of the attendance of a Liverpool solicitor at 
the examination in London before the trial of a witness. 
Now, by Appendix N. to the R. 8. C., 1883, the maximum 
allowance prescribed in such a case is two guineas, and the 
defendant sought to have the taxing-master’s allowance of 
twelve guineas reviewed on the ground that two guineas was the 
maximum allowed by the scale of solicitor and client costs, 
that the master’s discretion was limited under the new rule to 
the maximum amounts prescribed by that scale, Put shortly 
the contention was that the effect of the new rule was merely to — 
bring up party and party costs to the scale of solicitor and client 
costs, and to limit the discretion of the master to that scale. But 
the Court of Appeal refused to take such a narrow view of the 
new rule, and Cozens-Harpy, L.J., in very clear language laid 
it down that the new rule extends equally to every enone 
whether as between party and party. or between solicitor an 
client. In fact, in all cases of this kind a solicitor must 
now exercise his own judgment, and the taxing-master, if 
he thinks the solicitor has acted in a manner which in all the 
circumstances was ‘‘ reasonable and proper and necessary for the 
attainment of justice,”’ has a discretion to allow the : 

The general principle laid down by Cozens-Harpy, L.J., is 
especially noteworthy as bearing indirectly upon a decision of 
Kexewion, J.,in Re Bradshaw (1902, 1 Oh. 436). That case 
was an originating summons brought by trustees to solve ques- 
tions arising in the administration of the trust, and in such cases 
it has usually been the practice in the Chancery Division to allow 
the costs of all parties out of the estate as between solicitor and 





client. Kexewron, J., held that the new rule had not done 
away with the necessity for directing that, on such applications, 
| the costs should be taxed as between solicitor and client. It 
‘might perhaps be assumed that the general priuciple laid down 
in Melver v. Tate Steamers (supra), that the new rule is applic- 
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able without regard to the question whether the taxation is one 
between party and party or solicitor and client, shews that in 
such cases as Re Bradshaw the direction held necessary by 
Kexewicn, J., is not really necessary. But although undoubt- 
edly in such cases the taxing-master would have a discretion to 
allow solicitor and client costs, yet probably in practice he would 
not do sowith respect to. many items, since the discretion 
conferred by the rule is one which is only to be used in special 
circumstances. It will be well, therefore, still to ask for the 
usual order for costs as between solicitor and client in these 
cases. Thus it will secure the more liberal scale for all items, 
and still allow the application of the new rule to items to which, 
owing to special circumstances, the taxing-master may think fit 
to apply it. It is certainly a matter for congratulation that the 
attempt made in McIver v. Tate Steamers (supra) to narrow down 
the masters’ discretion under the new rule was nipped in the 
bud. 

In Re National Bank of Wales (50 W. R. 541) Buoxzey, J., 
in a considered judgment, gave a decision of much interest 
and importance relating to the right of solicitors to be 
paid the costs of drawing bills of costs. It is rather 
curious that at this time of day there should exist any 
doubt on the point. Certainly in the absence of any special 
provision under the Companies Acts or otherwise the 
ordinary rule as to payment of the costs of drawing bills would 
presumably apply to bills of costs of a solicitor employed by a 
liquidator in the winding up of a company. In Re National 
Bank of Wales the solicitor claimed that he had a right to have 
the costs of drawing bills of costs for the purpose of 
taxation in pursuance of an order obtained by the 
liquidator. The matter was somewhat complicated, since 
the liquidator had sold the assets to another bank, and some of 
the costs had been incurred in proceedings instituted vy the 
liquidator against persons owing moneys to the bank, which 
were included in the sale. But this complication did not really 


affect the principle whether in such a case as this the solicitor 
ought to be paid his costs. It was sought on his behalf to shew 


that in many instances allowance for drawing bills of costs is 
provided by the rules. But a careful consideration of all these 
instances shews that they do not cover a case such as this in which 
the order was an order for taxation of delivered bills, 
and in which there had been no dispute or litigation. Buckey, 
J., thus lays down the rule applicable to allowances of the costs 
of bills of costs in plain and broad terms: “The costs of 
drawing bills are allowed where there is litigation, or where 
there is guasi-litigation, by which I mean application for pay- 
ment out of a fund, application to determine the construction of 
a will, or the like. But costs of drawing the bill are never 
allowed where the order is to tax a bill already delivered, or the 
order is one as between the solicitor and his own client for 
delivery of a bill and its taxation.” The learned judge 
appears to state the correct principle. It seems a little 
hard, perhaps, that in a case of this kind the solicitor should 
have to prepare his bills at his own expense. But the 
principle is a long-standing one and works well and justly on 
the whole. 

This case deserves to be noticed also for the fact that the 
learned judge refused to allow the liquidator his costs of his 
application out of the estate on the ground that the applicant, 

ough in form the liquidator, was in substance the solicitor 
himself, the liquidator’s duty being really as representing the 
company to resist payment of these costs. In such cases it 
should be remembered that the liquidator’s name should 
not be used even as a matter of form so as to make him 
appear to take a part inconsistent with his duty to the 
company. : 

Since the decision of Kexewicu, J., in Welby v. Still (1894, 
3 Ch. 641) the taxing-masters have uniformly acted on the 
priaciple then laid down, that in order to entitle a solicitor to 
charge the scale fee for “ deducing” title as provided by 
Schedule I., Part I., of the General Order under-the Solicitors’ 
Remuneration Act, 1881, some work must be done, and the title 
must be in substance and not merely nominally deduced. In 
Re Webster and Jones (71 L. J. Ch. 749) the Court of Appeal 
were very recently invited to overrule Welby v. Still and to hold 
that the solicitor ‘‘ deduces” title if he abstracts any documents 





or document, whether one or more, which shews or shew tliat 
the vendor occupies the position under which he sells. The 
facts were that the vendors were lessees who had just obtained 
their lease. There had admittedly been no dealings with it, and 
the purchasers were precluded from inquiring into the title of 
the lessor. The abstract of title furnished to the purchasers 
consisted simply of an abstract, four brief pages in length, of 
the lease. The purchasers, however, did make certain requisi- 
tions, including a requisition that the licence of the lessor should 
be obtained to the assignment, and this was done. The Court 
of Appeal, however, refused to disturb the interpretation put 
upon the term “‘ deduce” by Kexewion, J.,in Welby v. Still on 
the ground that it had been acted upon so long unquestioned, 
though Srretine, L.J., hinted that if the question were res integra 
his decision might be different. It is unfortunate that the 
court did not see its way to reviewing Welby v. Still, for 
assuredly it is not a satisfactory one to the profession and 
undoubtedly works injustice. It is hard that solicitors should 
not have the advantage of taking the smooth with the rough. 
It is notorious that the scale fee very often fails adequately to 
remunerate them for their work. Certainly it ought to be 
revised if, when it does tell in their favour, it is to be whittled 
down by some rather technical decision based on very refined 
reasoning. It is, moreover, peculiarly hard that the Court 
of Appeal should have decided the point upon a vendor and 
purchaser summons, upon which the solicitor was not repre- 
sented. 

Another recent case, Re Buckwell and Berkeley (50 W. RB. 
629 below, ante, p. 687 on appeal), raised a point of practical 
importance to solicitors. The taxing-master on taxation of a 
a bill delivered by solicitors to their client disallowed two items 
of £5 and £8 paid by them in respect of discovery and inter- 
gatories under R. S. O., ord. 31, rr. 25, 26, and 27. The 
reason for the disallowance was that he could obtain the return of 
the deposits, and the costs of doing so were allowed him. The 
importancs of the disallowance was that the whole bill was 
reduced on taxation by one-sixth. 

Now the principle applicable to these cases to test 
whether the payment should be allowed was laid down 
by Lord Lanapate in Re Remnant (11 Beav. 603), recently 
approved by the Court of Appeal in Re Kingdon and Wilson (50 
W. R. 533). The test is, is the payment one which the solicitor 
in conducting the action would be bound in duty to his client 
to make? The Court of Appeal, reversing Kexezwicn, J., 
held that it was not. The client ought to find the money, 
and, if he did not, the solicitor could not be held guilty of 
negligence if the proper steps were not taken. In such cases, 
therefore, where, as in practice almost invariably happens, the 
solicitor advances the money, the payments must not be put in 
the bill of costs, but in the cash account. 

It happens more frequently now than formerly that, instead 
of costs merely following the event, the judge, for the pur- 
pose of costs, separates the issues, giving each party the costs 
of the issues on which he has succeeded. Such orders are 
not always easy to work out. In Brown v. Houston (1901, 2 
K. B. 855) the principle was laid down that the costs of evidence 
which does not relate solely to excepted issues go to the succese- 
ful party, who is entitled to the general costs of the action. In 
Re Wright, Crossly, f Co, (86 L. T. 280), however, the Oourt of 
Appeal recently held that the principle of Brown v. Houston is 
a principle only applicable to a common law action, and does not 
apply where the order distinctly separates the issues. An 
instructive instance of the application of the general principle is 
to be found in another case 7 Wagstaffe v. Bentley (1902, 1 K. B. 
24), an action for damages for personal injuries. The defend- 
ants denied negligence, and pleaded contributory negligence 
and paid a sum into. court. In reply the plaintiffs joined issue 
and alleged that such sum was not sufficient. The jury having 
found in the plaintiff’s favour for a less sum than had been 
paid in, judgment was entered for the defendants, and the 
plaintiffs were given costs up to the time of payment into court, 
the defendants the general costs from that time, the plaintiffs to 
have the coste of the issue found in their favour. Upon 4 
review of the taxation under this order the Oourt.s‘t Appeal held 
that the plaintiffs were entitled to the costs of the issues of 
neglivence aud contributory negligence. 
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REVIEWS. 
STAMP DUTIES. 


HANDBOOK TO STAMP DUTIES: CONTAINING THE TEXT OF THE STAMP 
Act, 1891, AND OF THE SUBSEQUENT REVENUE ACTS sO Far As 
THEY RELATE TO STAMP DUTIES; WITH A COMPLETE ALPHABETICAL 
TABLE OF ALL DocuMENTSs LIABLE To Stamp Duty. By H. 8. 
BonD, late of the Solicitors’ Department, Inland Revenue, Somerset 
House. TWELFTH Epirion. By CHaries H. Picken. Waterlow 
& Sons (Limited). 

This book commences with two useful lists—one a list of various 
documents upon which the decision of the commissioners has been 
given on adjudication, the other a list of documents in respect of 
which adhesive stamps may be used; and practical directions are 
given as to stamping instruments and obtaining an adjudication 
stamp. The list of cbsolete stamp duties also furnishes information 
which is frequently required in perusing abstracts and examining 
deeds, and which cannot always be readily obtained. The notes 
to the heading ‘‘Conveyance on sale,” besides explaining how 
ad valorem duty on sales is charged, give a list of cases on the 
subject, including the recent House of Lords decision in Inland 
Revenue Commissioners v. Muller’s Margarine Co. (1901, A. C. 217) 
and Danubian Sugar Factories v. Inland Revenue Commissioners (1901, 
1K. B, 245), in the former of which the goodwill: of # business 
attached to property in Germany was held to be within the 
exemption of “‘ property locally situate out of the United Kingdom,” 
avd in the latter an agreement for sale of the benefit of a contract 
relating to land in RKouwania was held not to be within the 
exemption. The book as a whole is a very handy guide to the 
stamp duties. 





SALE OF GOODS. 


Tae SALE oF Goops Act, 1893, INCLUDING THE Factors ACTs, 
1889 AND 1890. By M. D. CHatmers, 0.8.1. (Draftsman of the 
Act), FirrH Epirion. William Clowes & Sons (Limited). 


In a note appended to the final section of the Sale of Goods Act, 
1893, Mr. Chalmers observes that ‘‘ incidentally the codification in 
the United Kingdom of the law relating to the sale of goods has pro- 
duced a somewhat unexpected benefit. It has to a great extent pro- 
duced uniformity in this branch of the law throughout the dominions 
of the Crown. Most of the colonies have adopted and re-enacted the 
Act, witb, of course, small variations to adapt it to local circum- 
stances,” And he gives a list of the colonies which have done this, 
the list including the North-West Territories of Canada, New 
Zealand, Queensland, South and West Australia, snd Victoria. 
This result shows the special advantages that may follow upon codifi- 
cation where a number of states have their law d upon the same 
—— so that codification for one serves substantially for all, and it 
should revive the somewhat flagging interest in this branch of 
legislation. One of the most ioteresting features of the Sale of Goods 
Act is the repeal and re-enactment in section 4 in an amended form 
of section 17 of the Statute of Frauds, a re-enactment which gives in 
sub-section 3 a definition of ‘‘acceptance” founded on the judgment 
of Bowen, L.J., in Page v. Morgan (15 Q. B. D. 228). ‘This sub- 
section has been the subject of one of the not very numerous 
decisions upon the Act—namely, Abbott & Co. v. Wolsey (43 W. R. 
270; 1895, 2 Q. B. 97). Apparently the Act, which is presented in 
Mr. Chalmers’ book in a very convenient form and with careful 
annotations, has served its purpose of giving certainty and clearness 
to this important department of the law The utility of the 
volume is increased by the inclusion of the Factors Acts, on which 
there have been several important decisions of recent years, 
notably the decision in Helby v. Matthews (43 W. R. 561; 1895, 
A. ©. 471), that the hirer under a_hire-purchase eement 
is not a person who has ‘‘agreed to buy goods” within the 
meaning of section 9 of the Act of 1889, and consequently 
an innocent purchaser from the hirer does not get a good title 
by virtue of the Act. A number of subsidisry statutes are 
printed in the firat appendix, and also the repealed section 
17 of the Statute of Frauds, with references to some of the many 
decisions upon it; and the second appendix contains a useful 
list of decisions upon the meaning of particular terms used in 
contracts of sale. The table of cases would be improved if it gave 
references to the different series of reports. 


CHARITIES. 


TuE Law RELATING TO THE ADMINISTRATION OF CHARITIES UNDER 
THE CHARITABLE Trusts Aors, 1853-1894; Loca GOVERNMENT 
Act, 1894; LonpoN GOVERNMENT ACT, 1899; AND APPENDICES 
CONTAINING THE RoMAN CaTHOLIC CHARITIES AoT, 1860; THE 
CHARITABLE TRUSTEES INCORPORATION ACT, 1872; AND BoaRD OF 
Epvucation Act, 1899; wirH ORDERS IN CoUNCIL oF 1900 AND 


1901. Wrirn Forms. By Tuomas BovrcnrEer-CuIcort, 
Barrister-at-Law. SECOND EpiTion. Stevens & Haynes. 


In matters relating to the administration of charities it is important 
to have at hand for ready reference ——— of the Charitable 
Trusts Acts of 1853 and 1855, and in Mr. Bourchier-Chilcott’s book 
these and other relevant statutes are given in convenient form, with 
full notes incorporating the decisions of the courts. Among the pro- 
visions of the Act of 1853 it is specially necessary to bear in mind 
that of section 17, which prohibits the institution of proceedings 
concerning a charity or charitable property without notice being 
given to the Charity issioners; but the section, as the 
author points out, relates exclusively to the administration of trusts, 
and does not fetter the trustees in enforcing their rights as 
owners of property against third persons. It does not, for instance, 
prevent the trustees of a charity from recovering land against a 
tenant who holds over, nor does it prevent them from proceeding 
against a tenant on his covenant. And, as was held by the Court of 
Appeal in Randall v. Blair (38 W. R. 689, 45 Ch. D. 139), the section 
| does not apply in a p ing between the trustees and a person 
; employed by them, the employment being prima facie based on con- 
tract. The numerous decisions on the section are set out in a 
lengthy note attached to it, which also incorporates the decisions on 
the application of charity moneys which have been paid into court 
under the Lands Clauses Acts. In the Act of 1855 reference most 
frequently, perhaps, requires to be made to section 29, which places 
restrictions upon sales, mo: , and leases of charity estates, the 
restrictions, however, not 2 ying where the trustees are acting 
(inter alia) according to ‘‘a scheme legally established.” In Re Mason’s 
Orphanage case (44 Wy. R. 339; 1896, 1 Ch. 596) the question was 
raised whether these words included the scheme of the trust deed 
itself, so that a power of sale contained in it might be freely exercised 
by the trustees. It was held, however, that the trust deed was 
excluded from this section, and the trustees under such circumstances 
cannot sell without the approval of the commissioners. Numerous 
other points have arisen on this section, which will be found discussed 
in the note which Mr. Bourchier-Chilcott has appended to it. The. 
Local Government Act, 1894, and the London Government Act, 
1899, which have trausferred the administration of many local 
charities to the bodies created by these statutes, are also, so far as 
they are relevant, printed, with notes fully explaining their pro- 
visions. The work is a useful guide in matters relating to charitable 
trusts. 








CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Before the Vacation Judge. 
Re HOPTON, AN INFANT. 10th Sept. 
Vacation Busryzss— Petrrion—Unesncy—Cvusropy or OnILpREN. 


This was a petition presented by Harry Chester Hopton, of Kemmerton 
Upper-court, near Tewkesbury, in the county of Gloucester, praying that 
the custody of his son Reginald Edward Hopton, who was detained by 
his mother, Marian Isabella Hopton, might be given to him. Upon behalf 
of the petitioner it was said that the petitioner and his wife, the respondent; 
were married in 1886, and there had been two children of the marriage— 
viz., Reginald Edward, born in 1887, and Evelyn Vorothy, born in 1890. 
In October, 1889, the petitioner obtsined an appointment in Uganda under 
the Foreign Office, and immediately afterwards went there to take up his 
appointment. The boy was left in charge of the petitioner’s brother, the 
Kev. Charles Ernest Hopton, who sent bim to King’s School, Worcester, 
the daughter being left in charge of the respondent. Up to that 
time both the petitioner and the respondent had been members 
of the Church of England, and the two children had also been 
brought up in the same way. Shortly after the petitioner left 
England, however, the respondent was received into the Roman 
Catholic Church, and had since brought up the girl as a Roman 
Catholic. Since Whitsuntide, 1901, tho boy also had been received into 
the Roman Catholic Church ; this, the petitioner said, being agaiust his 
wishes. In July, 1902, he obtained the custody of his daughter, and he 
now desired to obtain the custody of the boy also. The respoudent in 
July, 1902, took the boy away from the Worcester Cathedral School, and 
the petitioner said that ehe persisted in her determination that both 
chil should be brought up as Roman Catholics, while he, the petitioner, 
declined to allow either of them to be brought up as such. As the 
petitioner had shortly to return to Uganda, the matter was urgent. He 
was compelled to return to Uganda on the 25th of September or the 7th 

. For the respondent it was submitted that there was no 
— in the matter. There were matters in dispute. The 
respondent thought the petitioner was not a fit person to have the custody 
of the children, and she was willing to give an undertaking that the boy 
should return tothe Worcester Cathedral School, and that she would not 
remove him duriug term time. 

Swinran ene J., said that he Roary og because — oe was 

abroad ive the respondent e opportuni estabiishing 
Ger ence. "His made on ender that the boy sheald be wat back to the 
Cathedral School at Worcester at the beginning of next term, and that he 
should be kept there until further order not removed during term 
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time, and that during holidays he should not be instructed in Roman 
Catholic doctrines nor sent to a Roman Catholic place of worship.— 
OounseL, Tyrrell; Watson. Sourscrrors, H. Tyrrell § Son, for Thomas, Guest, 
& Pearson, Birmingham ; Bell, Brodrick, § Gray. 

[Reported by J. E. Atpovs, Eeq., Barrister-at-Law.} 


RAIMBACH v. RAIMBACH, 10th Sept. 


Contempt or Court—Breacn or CoveNANT AND OF OrpDER oF CovuRT— 
CommitTaL—Form or ORDER. 


This was a motion on the part of the plaintiff, Lionel Albert Raimbach, 
that the defendant, Edith Florence Raimbach, might stand committed to 
Holloway Prison for molesting and annoying the plaintiff in breach of a 
covenant contained in an indenture dated the 24th of September, 1901, 
and made between the defendant of the one part and the plaintiff of the 
other , and in breach of an order made in this action by Farwell, J., 
dated the 9th of May, 1902. Or (in the alternative) that the plaintiff 
might be at liberty to issue a writ or writs of attachment against the 
defendant for her contempt aforesaid. And that the defendant might be 
ordered to pay to the applicant his costs as between solicitor and 
client of and incidental to this application and the order to be made thereon. 
It appeared from the affidavits that the parties are cousins, and that they 
have twice been engaged to be married, but that upon each occasion the 
engagement has been broken off. In May, 1901, the defendant wished to 
renew the engagement. This, however, the plaintiff refused todo. The 
plaintiff's case was that shortly afterwards offensive post-cards were sent 
to relations and friends of his and to his place of business. Ultimately it 
was arranged that the plaintiff should pay the defendant £250, and that 
she should execute a deed of release and covenant not to molest or annoy 
the plaintiff. Accordingly on the 24th of September, 1901, the plaintiff 
paid the defendant the £250, and she executed the deed; but, as she 
again sent post-cards of an offensive character, the plaintiff, in April, 
1902, commenced this action ; and on the 9th of May, 1902, Farwell, J., 
made an order that the defendant be perpetually restrained from 
ee or annoying the plaintiff in breach of the covenant contained 
in the deed. Since the order the defendant had continued to send 
the post-cards in spite of being warned of the consequences, and the 
motion to commit her for the contempt of court was therefore brought. 
The defendant appeared in person, and, in reply to the judge, said that 
she had acted under great provocation and that the allegations in the post- 
cards were true. 

Swrvren Eapvy, J , said that the post-cards were of a horrible character. 
The defendant had had explained to her the serious nature of her offence. 
He had no alternative but to make an order for hercommittal and for the 
payment of the costs of the motion. The order, however, was not to take 
effect immediately.—CounseL, Bramwell Davis, K.C., and Galbraith. 
Soricrrors, Dizon § Hunt. 


[Reported by J. E, Atpovs, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. ] 








COUNTY COURT JUDGES. 


A “County Court Jupcz,’”’ writing to the Times of the 9th inst., says: 

Will you allow me to enter a plea for county court judges—a body to 
which I belong—for an increase of their remuneration for the services they 
at present perform and possibly an enlargement of those services themselves 
in the near future. 

Their original salaries were fixed at £1,200 a year (in 1847), avowedly on 
the ground that the work they would be called upon to do would be 
comparatively smal), and would not occupy the whole of their time. And 
no doubt that was true at that time. e court was the “ poor man’s 
court,”’ restricted to claims not exceeding £20, and it was never for a 
moment conceived that it would expand into the enormous machine which 
it has since become. In 1865 a limited jurisdiction in equity was given to 
it, and that was thought a sufficient occasion for raising the salaries 
to £1,500 a year, and at that standard they remain to this day. I+ 
may be that the additional work entailed by the jurisdiction in 
equity then given fell short of what was contemplated, and was hardly 
enough to justify this substantial addition to the salaries; but what a 
mass of work has been superimposed on the county courts since 1865, 
both in quality and kind, and what a different part they play nqw in the 
litigation of the country. I do not pause to exhaust the list, but it will 
be eeen at a glance what a complete transformation in the character of the 
courte, and the functions they perform, has been wrought by the addition, 
for instance, of the whole of the bankruptcy business of the country outside 
the metropolis, and the jurisdictions imposed by the Agricultural Holdings 
Act, the Employers’ Liability Act, and the Workmen’s Compensation Act. 

these there have been innumerable additions and extensions, 
including the fundamental one of a £50 limit to an ordinary claim being 
substituted for the original £20 limit, and that again being extended 

ly to £100 in actions of contract by the power to remove claims 
brought in the High Court for less than £100 into the county court. Yet, 
and notwithstanding all this, the salary of the judges remains at the £1,500 
conferred upon them in 1865 

I know it is said that there are innumerable applications for the post of 
county court judge at the present salary by men who, if not the best that 
can be got, are at least good enough for the purpose, and that that is a 
sufficient and complete answer to any claim for ahigher salary. Admitting 
that the county court bench is manned by as good men as can be got for an 
intermediate post of this kind, even if the salary were materially increased 
(and I, at least, should be the last person to eay that it is not), I venture 
to think thet the country should pay its officials proper salaries, suitable 


to their services and position, independent of the ‘‘higgling of the 

market’’ aspect, and that, in one way or another, such a course will be 
found to *‘ pay’ in theend. Moreover, the county courts are very nearly 
self-sustaining, and it is a very small sum which ‘‘the country ”’ pays 
towards even the aggregate salaries of the county court judges. In many 
courts, of which mine is one, a large profit is made, and, instead of the 
country paying any part of their judges’ salaries, the judges and their 
officials present the country with many thousandsa year. I believe my 
contribution alone is between £2 000 and £3,000, and I need not say it is 
not accomplished without arduous and continuous labour. This, however, 
by the way. My position is that public servants should be paid salaries 
proportionate to their services and position, even if the calamity should 
fall upon ‘‘ the country ’’ of having to pay for them, and that £1,500a 
year is not such a salary for a county court judge in the present day. It 
is not one-third of the salary of a judge of the High Oourt, and (setting 
the travelling expenses of each class against the other), I venture to think 
that such a proportion is unfair towards the subordinate judge, although I 
also think that the superior judge is not paid one penny too much. 

But granting for the moment (what I gy not for a moment admit) that 
the doubling of the present salary of £1,500, or at least the addition of 
£1,000 to it, would be giving county court judges more than they are worth, 
is it not easy to make them worth it, and turn 1t into a very profitable step 
into the bargain—in a commercial sense even, and, still more, in the wider 
and more important one of public expediency and interest ? The matter has 
been threshed out to the very dregs in your columns, both in your own 
leading articles and the letters of correspondents, and in other publications, 
and I will not embark on a renewal of it now. But it has been shewn that 
‘the circuit system ”’ is effete, and fraught with waste of judicial time 
and ‘‘ power ’’ and of money, and that the remedy lies ready to hand in the 
utilization of the county court bench. If that bench can try all the bank- 
tuptcy business of the country, and resolve all the difficulties of the 
Employers’ Liabilty Act and enigmas of the Workmen’s Oompensation 
Act (and with no discredit to itself, in view of many ‘‘reversals’’ by the Court 
of Appeal and “restorations’’ by the House of Lords), surely it can try 
ordinary ‘‘ claims” of more than £50 (or even £100), and, in short, dispose 
of most of the first instance litigation of the country, and thus dispense 
with “‘ the circuit syetem,” so far as regards civil actions (and an analogous 
remedy can readily be found for criminal cases), and enable the High Court 
judges to remain in London, where they are much wanted, to yield a full 
and unintermittent supply of judical power and put an end to the arrests 
and arrears of business which are incessantly and disastrously occurring. 








LEGAL NEWS. 
CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS. 
DissoLurions. 


Joszepx Joun Warts and Joun Owen Gostine, solicitors (Watts & 
Gosling), Chertsey and Weybridge, Surrey. Sept.1. [Gazette, Sept. 5. 





GENERAL. 


The Hon. Walter Lindley, second son of Lord Lindley, late Master of 
the Rolls, says the Daily News, took office for the first time as Derbyshire 
County Court judge, at Matlock, on the 8th inst. He received a most 
cordial reception. 


On the 8th inst., says the Times, at the Battersea Municipal Buildings, 
Mr. Michael Moloney, revising barrister, sat for the purpose of revising 
the list of county electors for the parish of Battersea, of the North-Eastern 
or Wimbledon Division of the county of Surrey. The revising barrister 
said he had some curious figures relating to the expenses of last year’s 
revision. Of the lists he revised south of the Thames, he found that those 
of Wandsworth were prepared at the least expense—viz., £17 per 1,000 
names, including the printing. Lambeth came next with £18 per 1,000, 
and Battersea with £21, whilst Camberwell was the highest—viz., £26 per 
1,000. On the north of the Thames he found the figures varied im a 
very extraordinary manner. Fulham prepared its list at a cost of £14 per 
1,000, whilst in Holborn he found the amount paid was £49 per 1,000 
names. He should think Holborn had its lists printed on vellum in letters 
of gold. Holborn’s charge worked out ata shilling per name, whilst on the 
south of the Thames 1t averaged about 3d. per name. 


The General Purposes Committee of the City Oorporation, says the 
Times, has issued a report on the question of the privileges and ancient 
rights of the Corporation at Coronations of the Sovereigas of England. The 
report opens witn an account of what was done on the Coronation of 
George IV., when, although no reco:d exists in the repertory, the Lord 
Mayor, the sheriffs, and the aldermen took prominent places in the 
procession, the Lord Mayor carrying the crystal mace or sceptre. Witb 
regard to the claims submitted by the City at the Coronation of William 
IV., the report states that no answer to the application has yet been found, 
nor is there any record of the number of seats allotted to the Corporation 
or the position of the seats in the Abbey. The report also contains 
articulars of the proceedings which were taken on the Coronation of Queen 
ictoria, and it is brought up to date by the publication of the petition 
ce favour of the City’s claims at the Coronation of King 
war . 


At the revision of the Holborn Division of the Borough of Finsbury on 
Monday, says the Times, Mr. Paul strickland, revising barrister, heard an 
application by Mr. Waterson on behalf of the president e/ council of the 
Royal College of Surgeons to have their names reinstated’ n the lists. They 





had been included in the liste by experienced officials to his knowledge 
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since 1892, and they were still entitled under their charter to be there. A 
charter of Henry VIII., granted to the “‘ Master and Governors of the 
mystery and Oommonalty of Barbers and Surgeons,’’ was revised by 
Obarles I. under the name of ‘‘The Incorporation of Barbers and 
Surgeons,”’ or the ‘‘ Master, Governors, and Commonalty of the Art and 
Science of Surgeons,’’ and in 1800 George III granted another charter to 
the College of Surgeons of London This last retained all the old privileges 
of the original charter, including the franchise as freemen of the City of 
London and its suburbs. The Franchise Act of 1832 retained those 
privileges of voting, and it was under that that they now claimed. He took 
it that the duties of the board were to examine, appoint examiners, demand 
and receive fees in respect of those examinations, and to take charge and 
be responsible for the museum of the Royxl College of Surgeons. The 
revising barrister intimated that he would look into the documents referred 
to and give his decision later. 


At the Deptford Revision Court on Monday, says the Times, Mr. W. O. 
Munslow, for the Conservatives, asked the revising barrister (Mr. W. P. 
Eversley) to decide that the whole of the Liberal objections were bad, 
because only the Borough of Deptford was named, whereas the Act pro- 
vided tbat the name of the parish in which the objector resided should be 
given. The point, he said, had been decided by the case of Wood v. Chandler. 
Mr. Galton quoted the Penrhyn case as proving that the name of the 

arizh of the objector was nct essential, but even if there was anytbing in 

r. Munslow’s contention he should argue that the revising barrister had 
power toamend. The Revising Barrister.—I think Mr. Munslow’s point 
is a point of substance. The question is, have I the power to amend? 
The judges in the case quoted, I observe, were careful to say that they 
offered no opinion as to the powers of the revising barrister to amend. I 
shall hold on the authority of Wood v. Chandler that here the notice is bad 
because it disregarded the statutory form; but if it can be shewn that no 
one has been misled I think I have the power to amend. There is a 
tendency on the part of the courts, I think, to enlarge the powers of the 
revising barristers as to amendment. I therefore decide that I can amend ; 
but I spall be willing and ready to grant a case to either side, as the point 
is one which should be authoritatively settled. 


At the Guildhall, on Wednesday, says the Times, before Mr. Alderman 
Vaughan Morgan, Messrs. Harrison & Spooner, builders, appealed against 
a notice served upon them by Mr. Hugh McLachlan, district surveyor for 
the western division of the City, objecting to certain works being carried 
on by them upon buildings situate at Nos. 14 to 17, Holborn viaduct, 
Mr. J. P. Grain, who appeared for the appellants, said the Holbora Land 
Oo., who were the lessees of these premises, proposed, by opening 
the party walls, to make it into one building. Mr. Savill, chief clerk, 

inted out that under the London Building Act this could only be done 
if the premises were in one occupation, or were so adapted. Mr. Grain 
said he should contend that the Holborn Land Oo. were the 
sole occupants. The great point, of course, was whether the 
building was supplied with sufficient means of escape in case of fire. If 
the ideas of the builders were carried out the premises would be far safer 
in that respect than they were at present. The scheme, moreover. was 
approved by the fire assurance company insuring the property. Legally, 
the question of occupation was a very wide one, and had never been very 
clearly defined. The alderman held that the premises were not in one 
occupation, or adapted so to be. He therefore dismissed the appeal. Mr. 
McLachlan, in asking for costs, remarked that the decision of the court 
was in accordance with the opinion held respecting the premises in Queen 
Victoria-street, where the fatal fire occurred not long ago. Mr. Savill 
remarked that the court had no power to grant co:ts. The alderman 
agreed, in reply to Mr. Grain, to state a case if it should be applied for. 


At West London, on Wednesday, says the Zimes, the owner of premises 
at 20, Warbeck-road, Hammersmith, was summoned before Mr. Rose, at 
the instance of the London County Council, for allowing the place to 
remain in a dilapidated condition. Mr. Oollman, who supported the 
summons, which had been issued under the Building Act, said the object of 
the proceedings was to improve the character and the appearance of the 
building. At present the windows were broken and the house had a 
dilapidated appearance. Neighbours, he added, were consequently 
inconvenienced. Mr. Rose: Do you suggest that a man is bound against 
his will to clean up his house in order to facilitate the interests of his 
immediate neighbours? Mr. Collman: The section of the Act seems 
to imply that. Mr. Rose: The words are, no doubt, very broad, but the 
proposition is a most startling one, and one I have never heard before. 
An official of the council said there had been many similar prosecutions. 
The house was unoccupied, and it had been impossible until now to dis- 
cover the owner. Mr. Rose said empty houses never looked attractive. 
He should hesitate a long time before believing that it was the intention 
of the Legislature to compel the embellishment of houses when unoccupied. 
Supposing - weve to paint his house a — colour and an esthetic 
neighbour objected. Or, again, if he painted it pale green and his neigh- 
bour painted his autumn red? Mr. (Coliman : Thet is not the bry in 
point. Mr. Rose: No, but the case has to be met with illustrations. The 
Council’s official described more minutely the condition of the house, and 
his — thought it would be an exaggeration of to say it was 
dilapidated. Tne summons was adjourued to allow the magistrate to 
Consider the legal aspect. 


In the City of London Court, on Tuesday, says the Times, before his 
Honour Judge Rentoul, K.C., and a jury, a claim was made under the 
Employers’ 1 iability act, by George Spmdler, stevedore, 59, Kerby street, 
Poplar, against the Japan Mail steamship Uo. (Limited), 2, Fenchurch- 
avenue, E.0., to recover £50 as damages for personal injuries, The pluin- 
tiff was employed with others to assist in loading one of the defendant 





company’s steamers in the Royal Albert Dock on the 4tn of June last. The 
gear was worked in such a way that, according to Spindler, it was dangerous. 
One of the bales slipped, he declared, and kno. ked him down into the 
hold of the vessel. (me of bis ribs was fractured, and he had to be 
medically treated at Poplar Hospital. He had earned on an average £2 
per week, and for twelve weeks he could not work. He now demanded 
compensation. Mr. J. Watson Moyses, for the defendant company, said 
the plaintiff slipped and fell while trying to catch hold of one 
of the bales with his hook. The plaintiff had been offered the 
compensation to which he was entitled under the Workmen’s 
Compensation Act, and had refused it, preferring, as was so often the case 
with working men, a lump +um, instead of 50 per cent. of his weekly 
wages. The plaintiff said he did not know that the defendants had offered 
him anything. Mr Moyees said that was incredible, as the plaintiff's 
trade union was bringing the action for him and the defendant’s insurance 
company were defending the suit. The jury found for the defendant 
company. Mr. W M. Thompson, for the plaintiff, asked to have the 
damages as-essed under the Workmen’s Act. The plaintiff was entitled 
to at least £1 a week for twelve weeks. Mr. Moyses said it was no use 
doing that now, asthe defendant company’s costs would more than exceed 
the amount which could be awarded. Tae plamtiff should have taken his 
£1 a week for twelve or fourteen weeks at the outset. It was too late now. 
Judge Rentoul said that was so, and added he feared he could do nothing 
for the plaintiff. Judgment was entered for the defendant company, who 
did not in the end ask for costs. 


At the recent Trade Union Congress, says the Zimes, Mr. R. Bell, M.P., 
moved, ‘‘ That the Congress again emphatically protests against the series 
of legal decisions in the House of Lords and in the courts which have 
thwarted the express intentions of the Trade Union Act, 1871, and the 
Conspiracy and Property Defence Act, 1875 ; and which have distorted the 
common law of the land in such a way as to deprive workmen of the full 
right of combination ; and to seriously jeopardize the funds of the unions 
collected with so much sacrifice of the toilers of the country ; and hereby 
demands fresh legislation which shall —(1) Clearly confer upon the unions 
the rights of voluntary association enjoyed by them under the Trade 
Union Act, 1871, and of which they were deprived by the Taff Vale 
decision in the House of Lords; (2) legalize peaceful picketing 
and persuading; (3) make it perfectly legal for men to withdraw 
their labour other than in breach of contract, and also for unions 
to sanction such withdrawal, and for officials to advise or convey 
the decision to withdraw under all circumstances where men are 
pursuing the objects of trade unionism; (4) to clearly define the 
law of conspiracy so that what is legal for one man to do shall not 
be either a criminal offence or an actionable wrong if done by many in 
combination ; (5) to generally define and codify the laws of trade unions 
and industrial disputes in accordance with the principles above expressed ; 
and hereby instructs the Parliamentary Committee to immediately take the 
necessary steps to give effect to this resolution. And further pledges itself 
to do ali possible to secure legislation on these lines by briaging pre-sure 
to bear through all the unions upon members of Parliament, and Parlia- 
mentary candidates, both in the Lobby and at the polls.”” Mr. Bell said 
they were simply asking to be placed on an equality with the combined 
employers. Until threeor four years ago they believed that they enjoy ed these 
em og and they demanded that the law should be so clear that they could 
understand it. He hoped something practical would be done to place 
trade unions in the position they were determined they should occupy. 
Mr. W. Brace seconded the motion. He said they were fighting for their 
existence, and they should not allow their unions to be smashed without 
such a conflict as this country had never seen. After further discussion 
the resolution was carried unanimously. 


The Preston Guild festival, says the Times, closed on Saturday, the 6th 
inst. At noon of that day the Guild Court, which had been adjourned 
from the previous Monday, was reopened in the Guild-hall. The mayor 
entered the hall escorted by the mace-bearers, the recorder, guild clerk, 
guild steward, and other officers. There was then performed an ancient 
ceremony in the precise form of the court in the Midale Ages. Thesergeant- 
at-mace’s proclamation a Uyez! Oyez!”’? commanded 
‘all manner of persons tbat are free burgesses of this borough of Preston, 
in the county palatine of Lancaster, whether inhabitants of this borough 
or foreigners, who bave had public summons or notice, to appear at this 
time and place for the more solemn holding and keeping of a Guild 
Merchant within and for this borough of Preston, i to the 
ancient usage and custom thereof,” to ‘‘draw near and give your 
attendance.” The guild mayor, in exercise of the privilege pertaining 
to his office as guild mayor, admitted three in-burgesses—Alderman 
John Forshaw, Alderman B. Walmsley, and Alderman W. B. Roper, 
the three stewards of the guild. His lordship also exercised his 
privilege as guild mayor of admitting some of the nobility and other 

of honour and distinction as in-burgesses. These included the 
Earl of Sefton, the Earl of Lathom, Lord Shuttleworth, and Sir James de 
Hoghton. The inclusion of the name of sir James de Hoghton preserves 
the continuity of the record of this old family, representatives of which 
have been guild burgesses of Preston from the very earliest times. The 

ild clerk next inquired if there were any inhabitant burgesses who 

not yet renewed their freedom. After a pause he held up the guild- 
book and read out a declaration, in which the mayor and stewards, with 
the full as-ent and consent of the aldermen and burge-ses of the bor ugh, 
ordained ‘* That all and sin, bye-la«s and ordinauces of this borough 
and of the guild thereof now lawfully in force be performed, obs-rved, 
obeyed, and kept in all things according wo the tenor and effect of 
the eaid respective bye-laws and ordinances.’”’ The guild mayor 
then said: ‘Brethren, do you approve of these ordinations so done 
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by us and which are consonant to regal authority and the laudable 
customs of preceding guilds?’’ ‘‘So be it’? responded the burgesses. 
The guild mayor a “God save the King,’’ and the burgesses with 
strong voice, ** Amen.”” The clerk of the guild then affixea the seal of 
the borough (the Holy Lamb) to the book, and the guild es appended 
his signature. Receiving the book back from the mayor, the clerk, 
holding it aloft and following the formula that has been used for centuries, 
proclaimed, ‘‘ Here is your law, God rave the King.’’ ‘‘ Amen,’’ again 
responded the burgesses. Once more the serjeant-at-mace stepped 
forward and proclaimed, ‘‘ This grand guild merchant is adjourned for 
— years until a new guild merchant’s court be held and duly 
roclaimed.”” Once more there were acclamations of ‘‘ God save the 

,”’ and the official and ceremonial part of the guild of 1902 was 
brought to a close. 





Waarntine to Intrenpine Hovse Purceuasers anp Lessszs.—Before pur- 
chasing or renting a —— even for a short occupation, it is advisable to 
have the Drains and Sanitary Arrangements independently Tested and 
Reported upon. For terms apply to The Sanitary Engineering Co. (H 
Carter, C.E., Manager), 65, Victoria-street, Westminster. Established 
27 years. Tel 8: Sanitation, London. Telephone: 316 West- 
minster.—[Apvr. 








THE PROPERTY MART. 
SALES OF THE ENSUING WEEK. 


Sept. 17.—Meesrs, H. E Fostex & Ceaxriexp, at the Mart, at 2:—Freebold Estate of 7 
acres, within a few miles of Cheltenbam. Solicitors, Mezrs. Winterbothams & 
Freekold Building Estate at Walthamstow, within six miles 
rd-road, Solicitors, Mesers. Rooper 
Sydenham, and Crosdon, ood 
per annum. on 
Sept. 18—Mesers H. Be Peeree & Onnnermes tee tle ot 2? _ 


REVERSION3: 
; lady aged 74. Solicitors, Mesers Rollit & Sons, London. 
ortgage Securities ; lady aged 61. F. Aston Dawes, Eeq , Salisbury. 
Houses, producing £57 per annum; lady aged 8). Solicitors, 
Messrs. Oldfield, Bartram & Oldfield, London. 
One-sixth of a Trust Fund, value £6 000, i in Consols, &c.; gentleman aged 72. 
George Gul & Sous, (Limiled) ti 4 th oy 4 Dunlop Brougham C 
ES in and the Coupé an lop Brou 0. 
=. Solicitors, Messrs. H. H. Wells & Sons and Messrs, Norton, Rose, 
(See VS ag 








WINDING UP NOTICES 
London Gazetie.—Fripay, Eept. 5. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Loorzp ou Caaxcerr. 


A. E. Coorzz & Co, Liurrzp—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 6, to send their 
apd the particulars of their deDts or cleims, to James Nurris 


causeway 
Co, Linrrzp, nines (is Votcyrary Ligcipation ror 8aLz TO 
seed teaietate on taman te Giese tay Teel 
ol ts or e asw 
Leigh, Manche.ter. solors to liquid ators mel 
Bouros Bsicx ayp Titz ScrrPzr Lo, a are ired, on or before Oct 20, 
to send therr names and ac he particulars of ir debts or claims, to Mr 
Semuel Horrocks, 9, ‘aeeuiall, Bolen “Whitdngham, Bolten, solor to liquidator 
Crossy Sasrrazr Lacxpser Co, Lanrzp—Creditors are required, on or befare Sept 15, to 
mames and addreewes, and the perticulars of their debts or claims, to William 
Jackson, 41, North John st, 
Beornzzs, Luarrep (1s Ligvrpatios)— —— OTs sre ee on or before Oct 
send their nemes anc ad and the eae Se = cat, 
to Sir William Bower Forwood, Mr. Anderacn Fowler, and Mr. John Henry Brown, 3, 
Victoria st, Liverpool. & Co, solors to liquidators 
— Boing, Jcx, & Co, ot ae Creditors aze ——. p> Se before Oct 13 ~ to 
their names the particulars of their ts or claims, to 
Codhenn ond BD Eshelby - 
Lezs Avveersixe Acexcr, Lourrzp -Creditors are ~ay on or befure Oct 17, » 
seod their mames and addresses, and the of their debts or claims, to 
— Wildem Lord, @, Wating st. Hole, Parliament mans, Westminster, solor 
sani Jousetoxs Co, Lumen (1s Ligvuiparios)—Creditors are required, on or 
aeee OS Bt oe Ce Cee oes 
a, to James Henry Ste, hers, 6, Ciement’s in. & Co, Old Jewry, solors 
Losvos, ees: asp Mascuzerzz Isevesscez Co, Limirrep — Creditors “4 
om of before Uct 1, to send thetr mames and addresses, and the 
of their debts or eaime, to Harvey Ulittm, 4, New ect, Liscoin’s inn, solor for 


= Isveeturrt? meen per ox, Laur ——- ate required, on or before Oct 
send their names aGdrt aees, the particwars of their debts or ciaims, to 
arthur Frances Whinezy, 22, Old — 
Londom Gaaette.—Teeavar, Bept. 9. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Lemrrep 1s Omascesr. 
Baerrucz Powrs Teacriox ary Lux 4 Co, Liurrzv—Peta for wisdiog up, mossentes 


Sept 4, Cisected to be beard Bept 17 & 4, & Trinity in, solors fr pemer Notice 
tuus; reach the abo not later than 6 o'clock in the p 


“ 
Covas Exriveatws Brevicate, Leurrep (33 Laquivatiox)—Crefitors are required, on 
or belens (et 1%, to orad their name and oAdzenses, and the particulass of their debts or 


Gates, CL. Kettsidge, 1%, & Swithin’s in 
Dasveias aes Pactvuxs, a ate required, on or before Oct 25, to 
ema their uarcee and adress, und particulars of tuiz debte or claims, to Henry 
a , Uh, Botth Joku #, Liverpoul Batesons & Co, Liverpool, solors to the 
Conronation, Leustto—Peta lor wintiog up, 
to be beet Ot 2%, Abdrakems & Co, Tokenhouse 





Forrsstr & Son, Lumrep—Petn for winding up, presented Sept 3, directed to be heard 
before the Vacation Judge 17. Dawes & Sons, Angel ct, Throgmorton st, solors 
for petners. Notice of appearing must the above-named for the petmers not 
later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Sept 16 

Litzoogt Fraser Rivek anp Cariwoo Gotp Fietps, Limrrep —Creditors are nh Be ye 
Jone Ox 22, to send their n+mes and addresses, wae ae Se pees 

bts or — Re Robert C Wyatt and ‘le Vicomte Charles du Peloux, College bill 
beep ey Slaughter & May, Austin Friars, solors to liquidators 
“aan NE ~ Co, Luutep —Creditors are required. on or oo Oct 10, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Robert Muras 
and Lawley Taverner Smith, 83, Darlington st, Wolverhampton. Pepper & Co, Bir- 
mingham. solors to liquidators 

Re Oxrve (1901), Liarrzp—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 9, to send their 

names addresses, and the ars of their debts or claims, to Alfred Phillips 
andsworth , Townmead rd, Fulham. Hossack & Simmonda, 
solors for liquidator 


RW (hens. og Jus, & Co Sonne Sa are required, on or before Sept 30, to 
send their names and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Mr 
George Bowler. 30, North John st, = Lynskey, Liverpool, solor for liquidator 

Sr. Heteys Deve.torpment SyypicatE, rMITED—Oreditors are require 4, on or before 

20, to send their names aad addrerses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
oa = Nicholson & Strong, 13, St ‘Hielen’s pl. Ingle & Co, Broad st House, solors 
iquidato: 

WILLIAM ay & f&oxs, Limirep—- ——- are sounvel. on A before Oct 21, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Charles 

Frederick Bragg Flint, 105, Celmore row, 6irmingham 








CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 


Last Day or Cram. 
London Gaszette.—Fripay, Aug 22. 


Pasnew, Levi, Bowdon, Chester, Gent Oct 20 Pearson v Pearson, Byrne and Buckley, 
JJ , Conway 


conte Gazetie.—Turspay, Aug. 26 
 eowpe Bept 29 Dyke v Dyke, Byrne and 


Dyke, Watrer, Wincin' Somerset, 
Buckley, JJ Naider, 8 Shepton Mallet 


London Gazette.— Fripay, Aug. 29. 
Vavucuay, Grorcs, P im Saeen, Stonemasen Oct 24 Wood v Vaughan, Farwell, 
Preat n, Basinghall st 
Seaie Gazette.—TuEspay, Sas. 
Curistrz, Witt1am, Widnes, Lance, —S. sept 29 Chapman v Christie, Registrar, 
Liverpool Hatton, Market pl, Avarnin 
HutTcHinG3, ALBERT ——y -A— Ho iddlesex, Builder Oct 24 Whellams v 
Hutchings, Kekewich,J Pyke, Lincoln’s inn fields 
London Gazette.—Turspay, Sept. 9. 
Beaumont, Right Hon Mites Baron, Carlton, York Oct 31 * Beaumont v Kilmaine and 
W D Freshfield Joyce, J Cole & Jackson 


UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day or Craim. 
London Gazette.—Frivay, Aug. 22. 

Barker, Bewry, Portsmouth, Tailor Oct1 King & Franckeiss, Portemouth 
Baysz, Rozerr,. Bukenhead, Oct 1 Thompson & %o, Birkenhead 
Brocee.t, Ayxiz Coverham, Yorks Sept 27 Maughan, =, BSO, Yorks 
Bupoeez, Sypvey Hzzvest, Algeria Sept 22 Thorp. 
Bvere.y, Grorcina, Oct1 Walker, —— ian fields 
Burrovcn, Rev Jonny, Hilborough, Norfolk Shows = £ 


Cuagp, Ricnsep, Croydon, Sept 29 
rad villas, Paddington See a » & Co, Throg- 


Coteman. Harvey, 
merton av 

Davsos, Gzorce Lovis, Earls Court sq, Kensington 80 Champion, Ironmonger In 

Bicar Frayces CLoxe, Dover Sept 4 27 Mowll & Mowll, Dover 

Evans, Witt1am Jauzs, Devonport Oct1 Gill, Devon oe 

FirzezuaLp, Mospaust Martix, Hove Sept 29 Fitzhugh & Co, Brighton 

Gissoss, os Marrusw, Rivgw uthampton, Army Pensioner Oct7 Jackson 
ogwi 

Giv. <~ BexuresM ANNANDALE, Prescot, Lancs, Electrical Engineer Sept 30 Smith, 

‘rescot 


Hanson, Gzzrrupe, Hendon Sept 30 Wi — & Co, Nicholas | 

Gazpaxer, Witi1am Samvec. Guiseley, Yorks £19 “Wright & Co, Bradford 

Hawkins, Roczr Gzorcz, Willaston, Chester, F Merchant Sept 18 Mawkins, 

Heartucore, Tuomas, Start Farm, nr Whaley Bridge, Chester, Farmer Sept 22 Bennett, 
Chapelen le Firth 

ee Hewny Gurvitiz, Castle Rising, Norfolk Oct 1 Coe & Co, Hart st, Blooms- 


Howesta, James, East Br'dlington Sept19 Atkinson & Sons, Doncaster 
Jonsson, Ricuazp, Whitchurch, Salop, Coloured Goods Manufacturer Sept 22 Liogard 
& Gaunt, Manchester 


Laxcs. Avovst Tazopos + rcmees Holsworthy, Devon, Gut Merchant Sept 30 Peter, 


orthy, N 
Leven, Gzuoncz, histree, Horta Sept 36 Gasquet & ote, Gt Tower st 
aan’! eg Suita, dighbury grove, Sept 29 Lewis & Sons, Wikning- 


Lisr, fase Axx, Oct1 Toller & Co, 
Mapew, T wonas, Aniioy paren Went, Yeon ¢’ asitinekend & & Moody, Tunstall 
Neat, Jous, Li occas on Oct 3 & Bros, Liverpool 

Pauy ae cass, voustz Jvutzs, Hamburg pt 2 Pluokett & Leader, St Paul’s 


Panxi», Hawwan Mania, Doncaster Sept 25 Parkin & Co, Sepenster 

Pococx, Maritpa, Sept 18 Verrall & Bor Brighton 

Ruxinereis, Axton, on Maine, Lrg Schweder, Drapers gins 
Buovss, Gronor, Bhefiield, Bone Cutter ge 

Bourres, Basxan, Finghsll, Yorks Sens 5 PR, Middleham, BR 8 O, Yorks 
Sizver, +e —. Joie ford, Master Mariner, or Exvizaperu Bixy ny, Deptford 
Sittesce, Many Axx, Bite, Hants 29 Coxwell & P. Southampton 

Stzater Joux yee ee Surbiton Nov 3 , Queen st, Cheapside 


Surtu, Bevecca, Bulwe! ottingham Martin & Notting’ ‘ham 
Temrie oF the ight Hon bam Bey 90, Ms Kant, Cavendish sq Nov22 Maule 


Teeny, Jayn Biiza, Beosdstaics 3) & Whitehead, Ramuga 
Townxsznn, Sosnen, Cricklade, W wae hocaaed Victualler Bept 2 ‘Mullings & Uo, 


Wi.6vousy, Bauver, Beeston, Botts Bept 27 Turner & Oo, Nottingham 
London Gautts,—Tursvay, Aug. 24. ; 


J, 








? 
Avion, Aprave Horror, iy bltmioghaee a Oct oe Ole’ at oln, Lombari # 


AxventTon, Many, Greet, nr 
Asuwourn, Jann, Bamber L dége, ES 2 Weise, Bamber E Bridge 
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meme JouN, Fimeuth p. it 20 Graham & Graham, Fo reg, Oca - Buvomsson, Mary, Lanes aos: 25 Butcher etd Barlow, oh 
T, WILLIAM, ridge, Cowbridge , Lianfairely ‘arm 
disor, JANE, Fahey "en 1 “ii &Co, at ‘ames st, "heat ie Kiva, Lxvas, James at, Gk Globe rd, wae ea i Sept 29 Jennings yy 4 Co, Leaden- 


Capman, Maurice, Kingswinford, Steffs Sept 23 J & L Clark, West Bromwich 

Circe, James, Accrington Nov i2 Bunting, Acc Fak 

Daviss, Rev Vavip, Liansilin, Denbigh Sept 80 Gamlin, Rhyl 

Dawson, Ann, Bulwell, Notts Sept 25 Allcock, Nottingham 

Dosson, =, ee Brook, West Cromwell 1d, Sou'h Kensington, JP Oct 18 Rollit & 

Sons, 

Drake, WILLIAM, Extiborne 8t Andrew, Dorset Oct 11 .Castleman-Smith, Blandford 

Forum, Dorset 


Euuis, Lady Aricz Marcaret, Hjde Park Oct1 Dixon & (Co, Lancaster pl, Strand 
—- Euiza Ann, Bradford, Manchester Sept 29 Field & Cuoningbam, Man- 


Forp, Any, Reetegest Sept 80 Buck & Co, Southrort 

@zRagp, Pt. Hon Wiix1am CaysFieip aa, Hill st, Berkeley sq Oct2 Meynell 
& Pemberton, O'd Queen st, Westmio 

aeveme, * Witu1am Henry, Exmouth, Postal Clerk Sept 29 Brutton & Hartley, 


Hit, en Penguan, Boscombe, Southampton Sept 22 Preston & Francis, 
urnem: 

Hoven, — Butter Cuarett, Goodameavy, Devon Sept 25 Shelly & Johns, 
ymou' 

Ho.crort, Frances Caroiinz, Sevenoaks Nov 30 Wheeler, Atchurch yd. Cannon st 

Kyicut, Harriet AGnEs, Romsey, a Oct 24 Biyth & Co, Gresham House 

Mutts, Exvizaseta, Lewis isham Oct8 Tabor ocean $4 In, Lomba: bard st 

Morais, Wit.t1Am Epwix, Suinden “oat & (lo, Swi 

Patmer, Henry, Weston super Mare Oct9 Snow & Atkins, Birmingham 

PERKINS —— Smite, Croydon, Cork Merchant Oct 8 Tabor, Clement’s ln, Lom- 


Paipeavx, _ Badminster, Bristol Sept 29 Brutton & Hartley, Exeter 

PRITCHARD, Joun, Liverpool Sept8 Dobell & Bagshaw, Liverpool 

Buss, Sees, Gold at, Stepney, Licensed Victualler Sept 30 Hubbard & Co, 

on 8 

Row an, Joun, Wootton, nr Woodstock, Oxford Oct 15 W H & F Walsh, Oxford 

Rupp, Sterzen, Slaidburn, Yorks Sept27 J W & T Eastham, litheroe 

Satwey, Canzouine, Brimfield, Hereford Oct 30 Marston & Sons, Ludlow 

Surrx, Nancy, Ashton under Lyne, Grocer Sept 24 Pownall, Ashton under Lyne 

TraGuE, Sevina Exuen, Belgravis Sept 13 Saucders, Chipping Norton 

Tixxes, Henry, Huddersfield, Auctioneer Spt 23 Armitege & (o, Huddersfield 

Vatiet, Louis Cosstant, Veraon, France Sept 22 Radfo:d & Frank'and, Chancery la 

Wausu, Isanetta Many, Clavricarde gdns, Hyde Park Octé Poole & Son, Bridgwater 

Wanegomsene, Hargiet Estuenr, Elstern , Victoria, Australia Jan 31 Marshall, 
ifax 

WuittTaker, THomas, Accrington, Engineer wd bd Bunting. Accrington 

Wericat, Lizzie May, EastHam Oct1 Gard & Co, Gresham bldgs, Basinghall st 


London Gazette.—Fripay, Aug. 29. 


A.taway, Jonw Cuances, Barnes, Builder Sept 30 Churchill, Essex et, Strand 
Atrxins, Mary Anne, Eccleston sg Oct 1 Wikmson & Son, Bermondsey st 
Bet, Josera Friznp, Fulham Oct9 Thompson & Debenhams, Saiter’s Hall ct 
Berreipazk, Henry Leonagp, Urosdon Oct13 Pakeman & Read, Ironmonger in 
Biap, James, Bristol S+p529 Tuckey, Bristol 
Coe, + = = ema ina, Strand, Mini: g Engineer Sept 27 Barber & Son, 
within's In 
Carter, Gzorce, Charlton, —., Sa) Maun, 29 raes & Gardiner, Lincoln’s inn fields 
CircHorn, Joun, Liverpool Sept 29 
Corxs, Mary Annz, Andover, A ty bent 6 Lamb & Son, Andover 
Carter, ExizA Maria, Wareham, Dorset Sept 29 Sharp & Co, Southampton 
Dann, ANNIE, Nottingham Oct 10 Hind, Nottingh»m 
Daviss, JONATHAN, eee Mon — 1 Bythway & = p meaapent 
Fisuesr, STEPuEN, Dect Porrett & Fawoett, Sheffi 
GassioT, SEBASTIAN, on gate, south’ ington Oct Ty ‘ain & Co, Old Broad st 
Gxvce, Mary Ayn, Brunswick ter, Route Park Oct7 ee, td & Co, Walbrook 
Guoven, Josera, Liscard Sept 25 Co, 
Gorpon, Isaac STRACHAN, es ‘Boot 30 Cleaver & 00, Liverpool 
Gronow, Louisa, sa Oct 11 rbull & Son, Scarborough 
Guscorrs, Jonn, Essex rand, Solicitor Oct 14 Guscotte & Co = st, Strand 
Harvey, Euma, bishop's 8 Stortford Sept 17 Collia & Adams, saffron W — 
Hassa.u, James, Northwich, Confectioner Oc:3 A & J E Fietcher, Northw 
Hovoxixsox, Ricaarp, Burton on Trent, Dairyman Sept 15 Taylor & “Wheateroft, 
rton on ‘rent 

Hussey, Horatio Gzorc, Anglesea, N Wales Nov 1 Frere & Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Jackman, Toomas Chillerton, 1 of W, Dairyman Oct4 Bailey, jun, Newport, I of W 
Jongs, Jang, Formby, nr Liverpool Sept 25 Parr & Co, South,ort 
— Tuomas, Bath Oct1 ‘itley, Bath 

Kuve, Frepexicx Rooxs, Ashton on Mersey Sept 30 Cooper & Sons, Manchester 
Kina, James, Lutterworth, Leicester Oct4 Watson & Son, Lutterworth 
Kinsy, Mary Ex.izasetu, Edenbridge, Kent Oct? Harper & Battceck, Rood In 
Lavis, W1tL14M, Ciyst 8t Mary, Devon, Farmer Octl Daw & Son, Exeter 
MoMinnixs, Gronae, Loughborough:d Oct 6 pom & Co, Craig s ct, Charing cress 
Mi.ts, James, Hull Novi Jackson & Son, Hull 
Musray, mee Withington, nr Manchester, Licensed Victualler Oct31 Chew & Sons, 


ster 
Neavz, 8anau Ann, Holt, Norfolk Oct6 Cozens-Hardy & Je Norwich 
Paeston, Witt1aM Puiuip, Leicester Oct? Vanderpump & ‘& Son, Gray's ion sq 
Reynoups, Jou, Sheffield Oct 21 Barker, Sheffield 
Hicuanps, Samvzt, Wolverhampton, Bolt Manufacturer Oct 8 Shelton & Co, Wolver- 
am 
Russe, co, Derby, Ironfounder Oct 1 J& Hf ‘ed Gataby & Coxon, Derby 
Bono.erigip, Saran, Walsall Oct 6 Evans, 
Sue.ron, Tuomas Josern, Usbridge rd Sept 80 ah & Co, Cannon st 
Barr, Many Ann, Harrow “—_ 80 Fisher & Stephens, New ct, i: in’s inn 
BSrascoms, Wri.1AM, Pottern, Wilte Oct 15 Jameson & Jameson, Devizes 
TurnauLL, Groraina Maxwet, Oxton, Chester Oct 1 Gamon & Co, Chester 
Vincent, Apéun, Ubelsea Oct 10 Laundy & Co, Bedford st, Strand 
Wauuis, WitttAM Grosvenor, Tunbridge Wells Sept 30 Masterman, New Broad st 
Wesrwoop, Rosauin, Hackney Oct i Wainwright & Vo, Staple inn 
London Gasette.—Tursvay, Sept 2. 


Aveuroy, Joun, Thornton, Lancs, Resmen Oot 10 age Southport 

Barker, Bicnanp, Leigh, Lancs t27 Marsh & - 

Bippiecomps, Epwarv Heyry, Brighton, MB Sept 30 Mises & Son, Brighton 

wnuss, Jonn, B » Flimby Cumberland Oct YY Caut & Fairer, Pearith 

Baton, WiLLiAM SOUTHERN, " Blundelleands, Lancs Oct1 Harrison & & Burton, 
ROOKE, Susanna, Lincoln Oct 6 Trotter, Tdacoln 

Brooxrs, any, Liverpool Oot@ Leake, Liverpool 

Bnooxns, Joun, Liverpool, Joiner Oct 6 Leake, Liverpool 

anor, Jann, urnemouth O Octl andrew Wood & Uo, Gt James st, Bedford row 

Coriey, Antruun, yo ar bag may ed Sept 30 Smith & Co, sheilield 

Dean, Guonan, Mangotefield, Glos, Meat Saleeman Ovt1 Bush & Bush, Bristol 

Gitpeat, Kpwarp Fowen, ter Notts, poset Sept 20 Burton & Co, Lincoln 

Giupy, Laura, Barnes Oct 11 Oliver, Corbet ot, G urch st 

Gu. LINGHAM, Kowanp Onan RA, Southsea Vo, Caversham, ar Readiog 
ney, Rev Eowarp Kunnepv, Lawford, Essex t 29 Synnot, Manniogtree, Resex 

Guirsitus, Wituiam, Saint Martina, Salop os 1 Richards & Bona, 





Hawains, Euizaveru Ricnanpson, ‘Torquay 29 Buad & Bedford sow 
Hower, Fnanoxs Matiiva, Bristol Oot 2 & Taylor, N 
a Mave Mariiva, Morriston, ar Swansea, Licensed Bept 20 Davies, 





Lanp, Toomas Nancreave, Manchester Sept 80 Innes, Manchester 

Lax, Watrer. Ashton under Lyne, Watchmaker —_e Hamer, Ashton un ier Lyne 
Leicu, Mary Exiza, Wilmslow, Caster Ocil Slater & Vo, Manchester 

Lysz, Artaugs WHicHEeR, H M Custom House Oct1 Prior & Co, Bedford row 

Morais, Jouy, Liandilofawr, Carmarthen Sept27 Evaos. Yatalfera, Glam 

Nayior, MuizaBeTH Maey, Tavistock Novi Wilson, Plymouth 

Parkinson, James, Preston Oct 3 Forshaw & Parker, Prestoa 

Praa, ALICE GerTauvE, Kaowle, Warwick Sept 30 Mite’ »il, | 

Perry, Heney James, Preston Oct? Plumbridge & Meaden, 8 ighton 

Purvan Isapecia, Hollinwood, or b~r- Nov 28 Hart-Dyke, Lancaster pl, Strand 
Puant, Wituiam § Oct 7 Tacker, aa 

QuoRo.t, Josera, B Staffs. gh —, Sept 30 Boulton, Burslem 

Rossrts, Rossetra, Plymouth, Lo Oct? Tusker, Piymouth 
BRounp, Epwanp, Upper Tooting Sept 3) pode Ca. Quzen st, Cheapsude 
Russg11, James, Uct 11 Morrisons & Seeings le, Reigate 

Stranxcoms WILLIAM, Potterne. Wilts Oct 15 Jackson & coeuaeee —q + 

Stoxe, Courrs, Gt Marldorough st. Architect Oct7 Gordon & Marley, New Broad st 
Youse, Freperick Wittiam Ryde, lof W, Vonfectioner Oct 10 Dashwood, Ryde, I of W 


London Gaszette,—Fuipay, Sept 5. 


Bacor, Exiza Ganem, Lausanse 1 Peckham a ot 17 Peddell, Bush lane House, Cannoa st 
Banxs, Exrten, Brighton Sept22 Mirams & Son, Brighton 

Baxter, Ann Coens, any ME Oct 6 Boote, Manchester 

Baxt.ett, Tuomas, Shepton Ma! “eh Brick Manufacturer Oct 2 yy qo Mallet 
Brazier, Heyey James, Flushing, ar Oct 20 Vandercom & Co, Bu 

Butuiock, Evizapers, Sale, Chester Ovt 18 —_ 
Cane.ess, Mary ANN by os 4 Oct 1 pe & Darby, West Bromwich 
Davies, Gzorce, Grays, Essex, Fancy Goods Dealer Moet 6 Williams & Gresa, Grays 
Davis, Sanau Janz, uncouth Ost 1 ly —r Soa, 


Dennis, Exiza, Leicester Ost 11 Wright & eter 
Oct 4 Bencraft & B eson, Barnstapl: 





Dennis, G@zorce Downrne, Tawstock, Devon 
Epwanrps, Marcaret Jaxg, Old Cavendich st Novi Walker & 

Foursy, JOHN CAMBIDGE, ——> 7. Oct 15 Sargent, 

Hampsox, ARNOLD, sah 

dices, Wittiam, Crouch Sept 26 ‘ee spham 

Howianp, Hannan, Seaford, Sarsex Oct 3 _—- & Javory, Clemeat’s Ad, Svani 
Hont, Jonn Lowe, Syston, nr Loughburough, Farmer Oct 28 —~ “ae 

Jones, Louisa, Penywern rd Oct 10 Worthiagton & Co, Nicholas la 

Keats, Cuances, Dorchester, Dorset Oc 1 Lock & ~ Dorchester 

Laycock, JameEs, Rochdale, Goal Dealer Oct8 
Marx, Witu1AM ALEXANDER, King st, 8t James, B: ans 8 Gwyther, Coleman st 
Makrxuam, Evizasets Laory, Eton Oct 14 — No 

Monrcomeriz, Mary ApeLaipe, Petworth, Sussex Oct . y= & Co, Lime st 

Moorg, Francis AusTEN Epwarp, Boscombe Oct1 Hicks & Co, Old aed ebmbrs 
Nurra.t, Rosert, Blomfield ter, Padaington Oct 21 Irons, Shettie a 

Oaizsy, Roserr ALEXANDER, Tae JP Oct 20 _ & Garainer, Liacola’s in? 


Otpuam, Exizaners, Chester Oct 10 Welford, Manchester 
Owen, Wiitiam Wittiam, Trawsfynydd, Merioneth Oct 1 Jones & Davies, Blaenau 


PHIPPS, Sosiat Super st, Vato Bat, Timber ay Oct . — Pore st 
PrRoT ERFOBD, . Pembro! Sept tokes, Teab. 
—_ Ww akeficld Oct 1 ak yy Wakefield . 


I 

I 

Suzarp, Euua, W: 

Suzar, Toomas Epuunp, Southsea Oct 14 Pearce & Son, Portees 


Geren toms Geoton, kaeome teens Barge ———- 
MITH, JOHN GzORGR, 

Suirn, Mary Southern down, nr Bridgend Oct o Rectal & Co, Bridgeni 
Suitx, Simeon, Bury, Case’ pn 1 18 Bull, i 

Smita, Tuomas, Whittington, ‘ord, Innke »per ons Ru eell, Lichfield 

SrRaDLing, WILLIAM ARTHUB. Bign 1 Boydell, South sq, Gray's inn 
Srurrock, Fists Montoomery, Brighton Oct2 Snow a. "Oo. Gt St Thomas apostie 
Sworper, Grorcs, Canterbury Oct 7 Sedgwick & Co, Watford 

Taytog. Tuomas Passonacs, Preston o' th’ Hill, Chester Och 14 White & Sons, 


Warrington 
Trico, Josern, Bridgwater, Farmer Oct 20 Poole & Son, Bridégwatr 
wera, ALFRED, Haarlem rd, Brook Brook Green, Civil Bngineer Ochi Peacock & Goddard, 


uth & 
a Fasbenics Mrxzs, Horley, Surrey, Chemist Oct 11 Morrisons & Nightingale, 


ai 
WIivxinsox, Tuomas Micna Sunderland, Master Maricer Oot 17 Taylor, Sunderland 
Yares, Wititam, Sidcup, ‘Kent Oct 15 Marchant, King’s Beach walk 


London Gasette.—Tuxrspay, Sept. 9. 


Buin, Sou Gn Deo ns ieaek in 8 
forth Wingfield, Manufacturer Nov 
Stanton & Walker Rags ew ld 


Barcur.or, Tuomas, Ashley Green, Bucks Oct 13 Francis & Co, Chesham, Backs 
BionpELL, SaBan, Banbury, Oxford Oct6 fairfex, Banbury 

Curgss, Artur, Sarrey " Strand 

CHENOWETH, FRANCIS, ow Oot8 Calkia & oo Lincola s ian 
Cuiarxs, Josnua, Minehead, Somerset > 

Cunpa.t, Burzanera, Searb Oot li 2S ee Leeds . 
Dennis, Qu pam, Broad Oak, O17? Baker & Thoraeyoroft, Bis lop's 


Dixox, Burza Litta, South Norwood Oct ll 
Ferny, Rosert, Beeston, Notts O.t1 d’Albani & Bilis, Newmarket 








a 


Apams, Tsomas, Shaw, Berks, 
BanisTsr, REUBEN, 


Gasens, Bens amis Buor, Palace gdas Novl0 Freshfields, Old Jewry 
Harnison, Bpwarp, . Novl Beal & Payne. Badge 
Juvrarys, James, Felt, umberland 1? Perey, Alnwick 


Jonzs, Witttam Powstt, Neath Sept20 J Neath 
Kixwean, Hexny James, Greenwich Oot 2i Spencer & arnold, Greenwich 
Law, Josernu, Denton, nr Manchester, Licsnsed Victu ® Ch 

ee + me sen, Adam st,” Strand Ost 


6 
Sazene, TLLIAM, Oct 20 Vaadercom & Co, Bush in 
ase, Les vis Totterdowa, Seer Taser @ Nov l0 King, Bristol 
O’ Bargy, Ciara, lor & Son, Blackpool , 
ae, Se Tosracy, ah ahfond, Raat t Hores & Oo, Lincoln's ian felds 


cn ee 

Pounp, Many, Dover Oct21 Lewis & Pain, Dover 
Poryprr, Wacren Wittiam, Southsea Oct 15 Greea & Ca, Southampton 

Rovears, Cuanues Wittiam, Bath Oct 18 Young & Ca, Leuseuse Bousteay bit 

Rovers, Cuances Macross, Cheltendam Winterdothams & @ureey, Ch dtea- 


ham 
8 pap Jour, Aston ge Tage Goce Wa Oct 21 Pointen, Birmieghum 
Sansa, Mancannr, Sower —_ Sowerby, ar Oot 16 so 
Wann’ Buus, Oct 15 Twinden- 


va, Rev pases 
Warermay, Sanv 0 adn nce Ost & Peddar, OM Broad at 


Wrerwoop, Joasrn, Birchanger, Besex, Farmer Oot 10 Baker & hormeyoreft, Buh p's 


gave, Gronor, Iikeston, yey Boot 10 Thorpe, Dkeston 
Wonan, Jann, Bennington, ar 4 Walker & Oo, Mancacster 
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BANKRUPTCY NOTICES, 
London Gazette.—Fuivay, Sept. 5. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
W. 
“luis asian Nias tee 
ous. | TT y Sneffield, Painter Sheffield Pet Sept 2 


Beewrn, Crayford, Kent, Builder 
Rochester Sept3 Ord Sept 
ones ee Se! Sittingbourne, Tailor Rochester 
Sept 2 


oun cg my od James, Suinten, Wilts, Draper 
Pet Sept 2 Ord Sept 
Currey, iene Eayest, Waleali,, ne Carpenter 
Birmingham P-t sept3 Ord Sept 3 
Cup Gerorce James, peer Holloway High Court 
Pet July 29 Ord 8-ptl 
Ciagk James, a Cark in @artmel, Farm-r 
Barrow in Furmess Pet Sep’ 2 Ord Sept 2 
Drxox, Ricnarp Tomas, Hor Lancs, 
Bolton Pet Sept2 Ori Sept 2 
eee Wiitiam, Bromley, Builder Croydon Pet Aug 
Sept 1 
Hargies Davin, 1 Aberdare, Grocer Aberdare 
Pet Aug 22 Ord Sept 3 
Haar, Jaues iat, Danie Gresn 
Harti yo <5 rer ge } me 
sy. Jouy XANDER, i Manchester 
Manchester Pet augi8 Ord Sept 2 “ 
Hearter, x * : ee Bolton, Carter Bolton Pet 
Hernoz, ‘ices New Cleethorpes Gt Grims! Pet Se 
- 3 a = * “a! * 
OLLaND Joserx, &, ioe Bemageen, ent, Clerk Rochester 
Pas 18 Ord Sept 1 
Hotues, Heyer, ee, Boot Maker Bradford Pet 
Sept 3 Ord Sept 3 
Hypvz, James Wirsiscros, Manchester, Ny goed Pro- 
moter Manchester Pet July 24 Ord Sept 1 
y , Builder Manchester 


Hulme, Manchester, 
Pet Sept 1 Ord 


Loves, Jonxs Wut Ch York Lee Pet 
re tors ti urwell, da 2 


Ma ~ ao Benfieldai 
CREY, a8, ide, Durham, Wholesale 
ae Newcastle on Tyne Pet Sept 1 O.d 


Sept 1 
Tox, Mirfield, Tin Plate Worker Dewsbury 
Pet Sept 2 «srd Bept 2 
Leicester, Leather Merchant Leicester 
Pe 2 Ord Sept 2 
~ = Speen, Genet Bath Pet Sept 2 


Pgce, Tox and Gzorce Srzeruzyso: 
Florists 


ILLIAM oe ay 
Pet 


Piymouth P t Sept i 
Wrasmeos. Sxseer Stezrie, and Groncz Asrix. Kingston 
up Hall, Pruters Kiogston Pet sept 3 


Pt —- ~ - rm lished in the 
London Gazette of A: “oy 


Sept 15 at 12 Off Bee, 
Maser Besriscx. East Grivstesd Sept 15 at 1 

The Grovvenco: Hail London rd East Grinstead 
. Becesep Tacuss, Gorwich, Lancs, 

a 
ux nae ge Windermere, | 
Builders Sept isatii The Grosvenor | 
Sed dinensaaatn, Kendal 

Hasr. Joms Wiican, Holoombe Brook, nr Ramsbottom, 
Isdicator Mazer Sept 12 at 11 19, Exchange a, 


a 
Hzsmer. a Fa Carter Bot 15 at 2 1, 
Earmacge 


= ee en Badror, Goticitor’s Clerk Sept 
a 162) 1, High 


jomere, Be maphon, Kent, ( Begt 15 at 12.80 | 


Sovit, Bicmszo, Dmeemer, Inventor Beyt 12 at 3 Of | 
Pugtess in, 
Jonret, Eves, Owmberia. a Be 12at12 Off Rc 
21, *iemenOre 26, 
Lascasten, Wissan Socees, Cuetarfdd Chemiat Bet 


Brickmaker | 


Lizwettyy Hewyry, Aberavon, Glam, Suen Sept 12 at 
12.30 Off Rec, 31, Alex«ndra rd, 
Lxoyp, Boner, Garmon, Carnarvon, Cuarryman Sept 12 
at l2 Crypt chmbrs, Es-tgate row, 
ine, Henry, Newtown, Montgomery, , -#i Sept 1S 
12 Off Rec, 42. St John’s hilt Shrewsbury 
Obes, Harwakp Parrick Curtis, Gosport, Hants, 
y Tutor A F 12 at 8 uff Rec, Cambridge juac, 
a ~ $4 P rtemouth 
Quem, Atrrep, Bournemouth, ed Agent Sept 12 at 
1230 Off Rec, Endless st, Salis 
Passes, Hersert Loyo. Bury St Bdnvunds, Baker Sept 
16at12 Angel Hotel, Bary %t Eimunds 
Perec, Tom, acd Grorce SrerHensoy, bg ae 70 Florists 
Sept 16at1i Off Rec, 31. Manor row, Sredford 
Pickersert,, Pescy, Wakefield, Mineral Water M«nu- 
factarer & pt 12 at 11 Off Bec. 6, Bond ter. Wakefl:id 
Ratcurrs, Ema, Bolton. Mineral “waves Manufacturer 
Sept 18 at 1030 19, Exchange st, B lton 
—— Tuomas, Llandrindod Wells, Radaoor, Auctioneer 
S-pt 12a: 10 1, High st Newtown 
Rosrssoy, Grorcz ‘age Kingston upon | Chemist 
S+pti2at tt Off Rec, Trinity House ln Hi 
Rytayp, WatTer ALEXANDER, tenham Sept 12 at 4 
County Court bidgs, Cheltenham 
a Davin, Ferndale, a Tailor Sept 15 at 8 
High st, Merthyr Tydfi 
Seem Bpwarp Gzoncs, Bere Regis, Dorset Sept 12 at 
12 Off Rec, Badless st, Salisbury 
THomas, =r Roseash, Devoa, Farmer Sept 12 at 
83 The Biack Cock Hotel, Station, Bishopsaympton 
THEELFALL, JonN “HARLES. Ox‘on, Birkenhead, Bookkeeper 
Seot 16 at 2 Off R-c, 35, Vict wia et, Liveroool 
Torriz, Joux Genry, Sale, Cheshire, ae Maker Sept 
i2at3 Off Rec Byrom st, 
Wessex, Heney, Cathays, Cardiff. Beker Sept 12 at 12 
Off Rec, 117, St Mary at, Cardiff 
Wester, “neistoraes, Hunstanton, Saddler Sept 13 at 
1.15 Of = King st. Norwic'! 
ANJUDICATIONS, 
a » Sesame Sheffie'd Painter Pet Sept 2 
wa... Wittram Francis, Crayford, Kent, Builder 
Rochester Pet Septs O d Sept 3 
Bcre.muy. Epwazp Fetrox, Sittingbourne, Tailor Roche:ter 


Pet Sept 2 Ord Sept 2 

D’Avtsy, Jzax_ Epovarv, MHarbledown, Canterbury 
UVaoterbury Pet June 17 Ord Sept1 

Hear ey, Joszru, Bolton, Carter Bolton Pet Sept1 Ord 

af Cleethorpes Gt Grimsby Pet 

Hotmzs Hevey, —_ ord, Boot Maker Bradford Pet 
Se 


ot 3 Ord Sent 
Joussox. Hexry Toomas, erg Coach Bui'der Can- 
Hulme, Marchester, 


terbury Pet .ugi8 Ord 
LitTLewoop, ARTHUR a 
- | ince Manchester Pet Sept 1 Ord 
Lopez, y dons Wituam, Leeds Leeds Pet Sept 2 Ord 
Sep 
thea, THomas, Blackhill, Benfieldside, Durham, Whole- 
— ti Ni st! on Tyne Pet Sept 1 Ord 


Sept 
Maycuzstzx, Tom Mirfield, Tin Plate Worker Dewsbury 
Pt Sept2 Ord Sept 2 
Movios, Antace, Leicester, Leather Merchant Leicester 
Pet Sept 2 Ord dept 2 
| ot I yy , Grocer Bath Pet Sept 2 
i Come Tom, and Gzoncz Sreruensox, Keighley, Florists 
| sept 2 


Bradford Pet 8 pt2 Ord 
| Perrer, Jous Witttam, Stockton on Tee, Joiner Btock- 
tonon Tees Pet Septi Ord Seps 1 
| Roserts, Taomas Liaadrindod Wells Newtown Pet Aug 
i 18 Ord S-pt i 

Sceoces, Gzogcz Fisuen, Dente, Bedford, Stationer 


Lavon Pet aug 23 Ord 
Stirs. Atvezrt Hesezy, Wood » Pianist Edmonton 
et aH 


Sep: 
Hernoz, Dav, 
Spts Ord 








Sragzixe, Horatio Basxis, “per Corn 
| erchant Porwmouth Pet S-pt3 Ord Sept 
| Scuiivaw Wirtiam oe Ricwagp Gromee'V a 
i Peaxcis Vawt, Leeds, Wholesale Viothiers Leeds Pct 
} Septi Ord Sepi 1 

| Taoxas Bowanv Guoncz, Bere Regis, Dorset Poole Pet 
i aug 2 Ord t2 

Tuzetratt, Joux Caagrtzs, Oxton, ~ py} Book- 
k-eper Pet aug 23 Ord sept 2 
| Taaraxt, Guise: Provision + Merchant 

Piymouth P+ 6eptl Ord S2pt 1 
jn Parmer 


ken — Euizasern Staunton, or 
Mon Pe Augi4 Ord Ss pt3 
| Puna m, Exexer Sreerce, and Groace Asrin, ston 
upon, tall, Priate's Kingston opm Hull Pet 
Ord Begt 3 
| Witxissox, Jauns, Pate, Westmorland, Clerk Kendal 
Pa July 26 = Bept 2 
| Amended nrtice su vstituted for that published in 
the London Gazette of aug 29: 
| Taonass, Jous Pouran, 7 go Wine Mer 
Pet Aug @ Ura aug % 


| Lomdim Gasew, Sept. 9. 
RECEIVING , OBDERS 
Brace, Sreaer Cusutus, Gt vesmouth, Printer Gt 
Yarmouth P4B-pi6 Ord 4ept 6 
vy ~"—\ » Yorks, Publican 
Dewsbury Pet Bept 4 


| Boors, Puzo, Boberw. 
Beyt 4 
Bowsss Peevesic H, Victor st High Court Pet April 


SBI Aege t-s. Cheer | 3 Ord Bets 


Loews, txomse FP. 
s, 
dy ~ yy ar of, Fe Inruratc: 
ta yt 1% 1D + Wi, Us 
Bercarle om T ne , os 


envece Ewwsero, Hume 


Aanchester, | 
GR Maartowsr 


2 haw Ot Bee, 6) rom 


Gam outer teyt 12 ot 3 125, | 


Besuuatr, Evie jan Brighton, 
bogoum ¥ t“eyt6 Ora we 

Cnanvtos, Wititanu ee yne Draper 
Pt B- ts 4b prs 


Circus 


Proprietor 
Durham 


| Onemrion BA, Oe aes, Stock Broker Manchester 


Ves aug? Ob pr 6 
Cimsasv, Maur, Gs _ nae, Resex Ohbelmsford Pet 
Jay D Orh ee 3 


Daviss, Epwarp JosEru, ow Mortimer, Salop, Grocer 
Kiddermmster Pet Se Ord Set 4 
Daas, Fue Tuomas, Ben ‘Tees , Yorks Leeds Pet Sept 3 


3 

Dyesn, pans Henay Cowray, Fenchurch 6 Ye 
Victualler High Court Pet dept4 Ord 

Farreci, Lzonarp Ossington st. Bayswater, 
agent High Jourt Pet Aug7 Ord sept 

Fe.pman, Eparam Jacos, ery Warehouseman High 
Court Pet Juty 22 Ord 3ept 5 

Friars, Taomas, yy Bradford, Farmer Bradford Pet 
aug «2 Ord Sep’ 

GELL, Georce pated Nottinghan, ates Remover 
Nottwghim Pet S-pt5 Ord Sep’ 

Hatt Jessxz, Leeds Pet Bept y Ord Sept 5 

InosmoncerR, Wi.tram, Corby, Nortnamoton, Coal 

t North»smpton Pet Sept5 Ord Sept 5 

Jerrerson, MarrHew, Water in, Ludgate hill, Leather 
Merchant High Vourt Pet Aug2il Ord Sept 5 

Kear, Wittiam Joux, Wolverhampsoa, Cora ates 
ee ae ag Pet Sept 4 Ord Seot 4 

Lapps, J H, Vartage Contractors High 
Court Bet Aug 15 Ord Sept 3 

Lanpsteix, ADoLPH, Paddington. Fine Art Dealer High 
Court Pet aug 16 Ora Sept 3 

Lezper, Witiiam, jun, Ponders End, Essex, Potato 

Merchant Peterburough Pet Sept 5 Ord Sept 5 

Mac ‘UTCHEON, KOBEeRT oe igan, Draper 
Pet Sept 6 Ord Sept 5 

Masters Harry, a Hairdresser Canterbury Pet 
Sept 4 Ord -ept4 

NicHoLas, ALFRED, eatich, Lancs, Farmer Wigan 
Pet Sept 4 Ord Ord Sept 

OrrewitL, Henry moaned, “ts dstone, Builder Maii- 
stones Pet sept5 Ord iept5 

Parz, Wittiam Epwarp. Haltwhistle, Northumberland, 
Glogger Carlisle Pet Sept6 Ord Sept 6 

PracivaL a ee Freperick Joun Corsert, Tipton, 
St.ffs, lronfounders Dudley Pet Sept4 Ord Sept4d 

Poreyssn. FJ, by f aq, Merchant High Court Pet 
June 20 Ord Sept 3 : 

Proto, Joszru. Mastcheap, Commission Agent High Ceurt 
Pet May 31 Ord Bene, 8 

Sinau, Prince Vicron Duvuterer, Hockwold Hall, Norfolk 
High Court Pet June 11 Ord Sept 4 

TomLisson, James Wi.t1amM, Heaton Norris, Lancs, 

aiider’s Merchant Stockport Pet Sept Ord Sept4 

Weis, CHARLES pee | Re , Mugineer Reading 
Pet t6 Ord Sep 

WeELis ILLIAM, pond i Senalegion, Brewer High 
Court Pet depté Ord Sept 6 

Wriiams, Samvet, Oonnsh’s Geng, Flint, Cycle Agent 
Chester Pet Aug 27 Ord Sept 6 


FIRST MEETING 
Bowman, Frepesick G, Victoria st oot 18 at 11 Bank- 
ruptcy bidgs Carey” st 
Brewes, Wit.14m Francis, Crayford, Kent, Builder Sept 
22at1l.au 116 igh st, Rochester 
Buaiey, Epwargp Fe.row, Sittingbourne, Tailor Sept 22 
atl2 116, Hish st, Rochester 
—> GEORGE ‘ven’ hap Holloway Sept 18 at 12 
snkraptcy b Carey 
SDWIN lee, Tottenham, Commercial 
Sept 16atlz Off Rec, 95, Temple chmoprs, 
Tempie av 
Dean, Toomas, Ben Rhyddiog, Yorks Sept 16 at 11 Off 
Rec, 22 Park row, Leeds 
Dyes, Exyest Hewzy Cowray, Fenchurch st, Licensed 
Victualier Septt7at1l Bsckruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
Fotugsvtove Wiiiiam Spencer, Blackheath Rowley 
Staffs, Chemist Scpt 17 at 11 Off Rec, 199, 
Woiverbampton st. Dadley 
Gusea, Joun Francis Witiiam, Wavertree, Tivepet 
Clerk Sept 22 at 12 Off Reo, 35, Victoria st, Liver; 
brook, Birminghom, Coal 
Sept 18 at 11 174, Vorporation st, 


my 
Havuey, ALTER Samxvuet, St Helens, Lancs, Glass 
Liverpool Sept 17 at 12 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, 
vei 
Houiayp, . eae Bevurre.uz, eng aes Bootmaker 
Seyt 17 at 11.30 24, Railway app, no Bridge 
ook, Bac laker dept 17° at 11 
Rec, 31, @anor row, Br dford 
Caexam, Gener, Reading, Insurance Agent Sept 18 at 12 
956, Temple chmbrs, emple s av 
Lerrax, WILLIAM be Waiter Sept 16 at 11.30 
74, Newburuugb. Bea: boro 
Mackey, Tuomas Blaceniil, 3 Confectioner Sept 
16 46 11.80 Off Ree, 30, y st, Newcastle on T) ne 
Masrens, ye Dover, Hawdresser Sept 18 ati2 Of 
Keo, 68 Uastle st, mney 
Moxx, Mansuart, Romfo:d, Mesex, Builder Sept 17 at 12 
¥5, Temple chmbrs, Temple av 
Movie, — 8, Leicester, Leather Merchant Sept 16 at 
280 Off Rec, 1, Berrid se st, Leicest or 
sheineae, ALraup, Bt 


Guiiiver, WittiamM, Spark 
Merch 


ib, Laoces, Farmer 
10 © urth use, soanehen Wigan 

Noakes, Cuanies Jaune Reading, Bootmaker Sept 17 at 
8 96 Temple chmors, Tempie av 

Pars, Wuasam Bowaup, Galtwhistle, Northumberland, 
Clogger Bept22 at 12 Off Rec, 34, F sher st, Carlisle 

on Sr Lizella, Birmiognam, Tailor Bept 18 at 
12 wt 

Powe, "7 oh Crosby #4, Merchaat Sept 18atil Bank- 
y if 

Foom. “Gaon, doute Bbields, Tailor Spt 16 at 12.16 Of 

Bee. 90, mag A a, nny Tyae 

m Agent Bept 19 at 

riper Ric Uarey st 

Grover Beptié6ats8 Off Rec 

Portemouth 


Bept 16 at 





Puoro, ae 
atil 
Ronims, C— 
Usmbridge jane, ‘cant 
Bcnoces, Geonon mnen ble, Satloner Sept 17 
at iz it dee Bridge at, Northampton 
Kitts, Leeer Aner, food Grey. Paniat Sept 17 at 12 
Off Hee, 96, Temyie Chubre, (> nple av 
SuveeTtsR ane Miizanern, PB emivgham, Tobacconist 
toy (Tat lt 174, Wwepuratl dat, Birr a 
, Mortolk 





Bison, P.iase Vicotus Duvcexr, Horkqwuld 
Sept i6ati2 Baatruptcy bidgs Varey at 





SéeFsb | 





9 at 


it 17 
at 12 
vist 
folk 
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Suro, Exnest, and Exxest Rosson, Walsall, Butchers 
Sept '6at 12 Off Rec, Wolverhampton 


SrzpBinc, Gzorcz Horatio a at Mn Corn 
Off Bec, Cambridge june, 
High st, Portemouth 
Suuuivan, Writiam Hareison, Rickarp Georcr Vant, 
cis VANT, Clothiers Septiéat3 Off 
22. Park row, Leeds 
Wes, Wittiam, Ken Brewer aaa 17 at 12 
bidgs, Carey 
Wiiuiams, Owen Luoyp, Liannor, Inn- 
keeper Sept 16 at 10.30 Gown Hota. 
ADJUDICATIONS, 
Ayxprew, Water Burrerworte, Moston, Manchester, 
Builder Manchester Pet Augi8 Ord 5 
Buaxe, Sruart Cuarizs, Gt es ter Gt 
Yarmouth Pet Septé Or 


Sept 6 

FRep, ee eg Ty Yorks, Publican 

Dewsbury Pet Sept4 Ord Sept 4 

Bupp, Hazry Bentinck, Fast Grinstead Tunbridge Wells 
Pet Aug 20 Ord Sept3 

Cameron, MatTrHew a Swindon, Draper Swindon 
Pet Sept 2 Ord Sept 5 

Cuariton. WitL1AM, Newcastle on Tyne, Draper Durham 
Pet Sept 4 Ord Sept 4 

Been. bry Ben Rhydding, Yorks Leeds Pet Sept 3 

rd Sept 

Dyer Esnest Henry Cowran, Fenchurch st, Licensed 
Victusller Court 4 Ord Sept 4 

Euson, ree —— Surrey Kingston, Surrey 
Pet July 4 Ord Sept 4 

Gxt, Georcz Henry, Nottingham, “eed Remover 
Nottingham Pet Sept5 Ord Sept 5 

Gorz. Jonn s-YOy Le 1~T Hotel cy 

Sept 4 
ot Leeds yf Pet Sept 5 Ord 
Ban, Derm, Aberdare, Groc:r Aberdare +A = 22 
d sept 6 

ah. Jous ALExanpER. Withington, Manchester 
Manchester Pet Aug 8 Ord Sept 4 

— Ley New Brompton, k Rochester Pet 
Aug 18 Ord Sept 6 

Bos, Se Water Epwarp, Hove Brighton Pet July 10 

KEagron, -, ae Suaw, Berwick Sy Tweed, Q 
Master Newcastle upon Tyne Pet July 30 Ora 


Sept 4 

Kresy, Tompson, Galo, yee Builder Manchester 
Pet July 30 Ord Sept 

Lezper, WILL1AM, juan, iin End, Wessex, Potato 
chant Peterborough Pet Sept5 Ord = 5 

MacCutoHeon, RopEeRt eres omen raper Wigan 
Pet Sept5 Ord 8 

Mascane, Harry, Dorer, Hairdresser Canterbury Pet 

8-pt4 Ord Sept 4 

OE na, Atrrep, Standish, Lancs, Farmer Wigan Pet 
Sept 4 Ord Sept 4 

Orrewitt, Henry RicHarp, - + eae Builder Maid- 
stone Pet 8~ ‘ 5 Ord Sept 5 

Parz, Wititiam Epwarp, Haltwhistle, Northumberland, 
Clogeer Carlisle Pet Sept 6 Ord Sept 6 

Pescivat, Noan, and Frepsrick Jonny =f eee | Tipton, 
Irontounders Dadley Pet Sept 4 Ord Se 

Puitsy, Harry Montacus, Teignmouth See Pet 
Aug8 Ora Sept 4 

Paice, Ivor Stuart, oer. bidgs, Temple High Court 
Pet March 26 Ord Sept 3 

Rartovirre, Emma, Bol on, cn Water Manufacturer 
Bolton Pet aug 30 Ord 8 

Saunpers, Francis, 1, am = Strand High Court Pet 
June2 Ord Se 

Weis, CHaRuEs eee, Reading, Engineer Readiog 
Pet Sept 5 Ord Sept 5 

Yo, Henry, Newington causeway, Leather Manufacturer 

High Court Pet July 19 Ord Sept 2 


ENT WATERWORKS COMPANY. 


SALE BY TENDER of £80,000 THREE PER CENT, 
DEBBN (UKE STOUK. 


The Directors INVITE TEND&R3 for the ISSUE on 
BALE to the highest bidders of £90,000 THRES PER 
CENT DEBENTURES STOCK, asuthorized to be raised 
under the Kent Waterworks Act, 1902. 

This Stock may be redeemed at par, at the option of the 
Company, at any time after the expiration of 26 years from 
the date of issue, upon six months’ = notice being 
given to the stered Golder thereof. It ranks pari passu 
with the other Deoenture Stock of the C.mpany for the 
payment of Interest. 

@ Ordinery Uapital of the Couper raised is £863,000, 
which comprises £708000 Capital Stock, on which the 
Dividend for the last half-year was at the rate of 10 per 
cent. per annum, with a further dividend of 4 per —_ 
anoum on account of back dividends; and €16),000 New 
a Stock, on which the full dividend of £7 per cent, 

has been paid ‘since its issue 

The Loan Capital cated ie £198,512—viz., £42,000 by 
a 5 es, and £151,512 by Debenture Stock. 

tock is an authorized investment for Trustees. 
foes of Tender with pertionions and conditions may be 
obtained on application to the pain, 

Seadaen to be sent in om or be UBSDAY, the 16th 


Br Orban of Geo tm a staar of tho On 
unr. mpany. 
Kent Waterworks Offices, Mill- iirleee Baptist. ah, 


14th Avgu: st. 1902, 


7? SOLLOLTORS,—A G- ntleman (Surveyor 
and Land Agent) ing @ valuable clientéle can 
introduce same to capable Solicitor who is able to Finance 
(on freeholders’ guarantees ali leases mY yy Builders 
£2,000 to £6,000; business worth £1,000 per annum ; 

can now offer many leases ; iaterview by 
ta. — Ad OonripentiaL .» Box 
ournal " Office, 27, Chancery-lane, WO, 
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“ Bolicitors’ 
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NIVERSITY COLLEGE, BRISTOL. 
FACULTY OF MEDICINE. 


The WINTER + - eee will commence on WEDNES- 
DAY, OCTOBER 
This College is the only Institution in the Weat of >’ 
pe which provides a complete Medical Curriculum, 
ete Dental ne is aleo "ot the ¢ au be 
er hag mye Ke Students e et 
fw -) yh oe Pe = R ~ 
Infirmary pa the B General Henpital 7 onan 
and — “teamed both institutions are open to 
en! 


The Iofirmary and the Hospital comvurise between them 
a total of 470 70 beds ; and both have very extensive Out- 


patient Departmenta, Special its for the Diseares 
of Women and and ofthe Bre, Bar, and Throat, 
besid+s large Out-door pias Departments and Dental 
=. a ve the privilege of attending 
it e Onllege also 
the practice of the Bristol Bora aE Hoapit«! for bb Children 
and Women, containing 104 is, and that of the Bris:ol 


Eye Hospita! with 40 beds, ys ieee | ny of beds 


Clinical I; 
Fever Hospital he ee the “Toepitale for for 
is~ases of the Sanitary Authority of the 
poration of Bristol; and Lunatic Asylum Eb 
at Pt the ity and ‘ounty Lunatic Asylum. Fish 
Very Te > bow =e are tha: afforded Stu‘ents a 





a and all particulars may be obtained on 
ion 

JaMES RAFT Registrar and or to 
BE. MARKHAM 8 ERRICT, M. D Den 


ST. THOMAS’S HOSPITAL, 
NEEDS HELP. 


J. G@. WAINWRIGHT, Treasurer. 


\ ILL the Firm of SOLICITORS wh» 
ADVERTISED some time Po for WILLIAM 
espouse or KQNT ,a native of Lana married 
abeth Hughes at ‘COMMUNIOATS 

uae J Lew + WILLIPA, Roliaitor, Uano'’y t 


de youe lt daa SKOURITIES,—Look over 
Awmericad Rail Ghares ond 
~ 

















S* THOMAS'S HOSPITAL MEDICAL 
—s Albert pe ne me Sexie, 8S 

SESSION of OPEN on 
wet +4 sar, Daerah of the Medicul Schools 

one 
ph the Caterrtey of Lendoa, jon is made for the 
Stady prescribed for 

intermediate and Final Examinations in Med cine 


Seeepe rE 8 ream ave Rendle, 


Y¥. M.A., MLD Oxoa., Dean. 
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Crt OF LIVERPOOL. 
APPOINTMENT OF ASSISTANT PROSECUTING 


SOLIC 
e Corporation of the City. of Liverpool aire the 
A. -. Gentleman to fill the Office of AS8s STANT 


£500 per —- subject 9 @ contribution of 
Se ae the Corporation Superannua- 


The Solicitor appointed will also be required to effect 


Municipal Offices, Liverpool, must be delivered at the 
Town Clerk’s Office, not later than the 19th instant. 


EDWARD R. PICKMERE, 
Town Clerk. 
Town Clerk’s Office, Liverpool, 5th September, 1902. 
Demy Svo, fall cloth, lettered. price 3s,; or for cish, 
post-free, 2s. 64. 

HE LICENSING ACT, 1902, with an 
Explanatory Trea compiled for eral 
ss well us profemicnal ose, oll Text of the A ba, me 
Extracts from other Statutes. sn Index of over one 
references. By GEOker HIME and WILLIAM 

RICHARD LAMB (Solicitors of the Supreme Court). 

Lovdéon : Surpxrx, Mansur, & Co., 


Paternoster-ro 
Ormshirk : T. Hctrox. Advertiser Steam Printing Works. 
And all Booksellers. 


Will be Published on Nov. 1st. 


a 


Weekly Reporter 
Diaest 


OF ALL THE 


CASES DECWED IN 








General Steam Navigation Co.’s Tours 


LUXURIOUS THROUGHOUT. 
Combined Steamer, Rail, and Hotel Fares at lar prices. 
The Steamer and’ Hotel Peres include sea oo eo 
Class, carrie 
steamers, a 


of ben me table d’héte on board 

accommodation, with table abote b board at 

the numerous first-class Hotels with which the Company 
is in correspondence. TOUR TO 


Set Es pene ry a . : 
eaux, the Auvergne ea 
Bordeaux, the Pyrenees, A] 4 Tunis ks 19 12 0 
(In conjunction with the i Railway Co. of France 
the Compagnie de Navigation Mixte. 


LONDON AND EDINBURGH. 
Wednesday and Saturday from each end. 
a Cabin, 22s. ; been. 84s. 
eo, 16s. ; Return, 24s, 
The “ Seine one of the finest and fast-st ‘steamers on 
the Coast, is now on the Edinburgh route. 


HIGHLAND TOURS. 





a Tour . . £314 6 

” ove «- 5 O Of 6s. less if “ Lord 
12 ” - 6 6 6 of the Isles” 
13 9 ee 612 6 Coupon not re- 
16 - 719 6 quired. 
17 8 5 0 


Including Ist Class pass: passage to ee = and ha, with 
eals on board, and carriage of bicycle. mmoda- 
vion (with board) in the Gighlands, eT ist Clase, vid 
Loch Fyre and the Kyles of Bute, from Inveraray to 
Glargow by the m nt new Royal Mail Steamer, 
vi Lord of the Islee,” with dinner on board and carriage of 
bicycle. These tours have been d 


The Generar Stream Navication Co "s > LLUSTRATED 
Guipz Book, with full 
road, rail, and route-maps, 
on application tothe G 8 Co, 55, Great Tower-st , B.S. 


The NEW PALACE STEAMERS, Ltd. 


LAST DAY OF SAILING TO 
MARGATE, 


15th SEPTEMBER. 








T. E. BARLOW, Director, 50, King William-street, E.C. 





VENERAL REVERSIONARY AND) 
INVESTMENT 


COMPANY, LIMITED, 


No. % PALL MALL, LONDON, &.W. 
(Rzmovep rrou 5 WHITEHALL.) 


Established 1836, and further empowered by Special Act of | 
Parliament, 


14 & 15 Vict. c. 130. 





THE SUPREME COURT 


OF JUDICATURE ; 


Appeals to the House of Lords | 
and Privy Council ; 


FROM THE 24th OF OCTOBER, 1901, 10 


THE 12th OF AUGUST, 1902. 


LONDON: 
27, CHANCERY LANE, W.C. 


FALEXANDER & SHEPHEARD, 


printers, T° 
LAW and PARLIAMENTARY. 


Pastzsmerrazy Buse, Misvres oF Eviverce, Booxs or 
Bareersce, Srateuerts oF Cian, Avewens, &., &c. 


BOOKS, PAMPHLETS, MAGAZINES, 
WEWSPAPERS, 





And all General and Commercial Work, | **4 


Every description of Printing. 





Printers ofl THE SOLICITORS JOURNAL 
ami WEEKLY REPORTER, | 


MORWICH STREET. FETTER LARE, LONDON, EC 
‘JOOLOGICAL BOCIETY’S GARDENS, 








Reget’s Park, are OPER DAILY ( Sundays), | 
in atte Absuiacion 1s. | 
Calhren shwese The uew Ape Howse contains Ch 
pauses, Urengt, ond Gobine. 


Share and Debenture Capital . £619,870. 
Reversions Purchased on favourable terms. Loans on 
Reversions made either at annual interest or for deferred 
charges. Policies Purchased. 





‘EQUITABLE REVERSIONARY 


INTEREST SOCIETY, Limited. 
10, LANCASTER PLACE, STRAND, W.C. 
ESTABLISHED 1835. CAPITAL, £500,000. 
Beversions and Life Interests in Landed or Funded Pro- 


. A 
FP. H. CLAYTON. 


THE REVERSIOWARY INTEREST SOCIETY, 
LIMITED 


(EstaevisneD 1828), 
Purchase Intereste in Real and Personal 
Property, and and Lafe Policies, and 
Advanee Money upon these Securities. 
Paid-up Share and Debenture Capital, £637,225. 
The Society has moved from 17, King’s Arms-yard to 
mm. COLEMAN STREET, EC 


N ADAME TUSSAUD’S EXHIBITION 
a (im conmeciion with ~ and ’Buses from all 








Oven at 

concmasion_ © CEL BRITT 
MATION (CELEBRITIES: 
PORTRAIT 
HI8 MAJESTY KING RO WAED wn 

HER MAJESTY QUEEN ALEX BA, 
other MEMB 
CORONATION CELEGBITIES! 

COBON. NATION CELEBRITIES! 


H.1 M. the SHAH of PERSIA 








BES of the ROYAL FAMILY. kt, hee | 


Mason, 7 ® 1 
| Jeff L Mesers, rice Farkoa, John 
Bocnchtay! dt Er Mackay Googe Carls ad OF 


19th CENTURY BUILDING SOCIETY, 


ADELAIDE PLACE, LONDON BRIDGE, E.C. 





: CHAIRMAN: 
Sir HENRY WALDEMAR LAWRENCE, Bazr., 
2, Mitre-court-buildings, Temple, E.C. 


Prompt and Liberal Advances to Purchase, Build, or 

Teguuee Freehold, Leasehold, or Copyhold Property. 
Interest for Loans Reduced to 44 per Cent. 
Preference Shares £10 each ; Interest 4} per Cent. 
Deposits received at 3, 3}, and 4 per Cent. 


FREDERICK LONG, Manager. 
THEATRES. 


ADELP# PHI. 
THIS EVENING, at 815, Miss NANCE O'NEIL as 
CAMILLE: Mr. McKee Ba . Me. Thos. Kingston, 

H Carr. Mr. C. ag Mr R, Dartrey. “Me. B. North; 
Miss %. Warwick, Mrs. H. Bracy, Miss B, Thompson, Mira 
R Allen, Miss E. ‘Martheze. 





DALY’S. 

THIS EVENING, at 8 ’ A COUNTRY GIRL: Messrs, 
C. Hayden Coffia, —- Fred Kaye, hate 
Warde, o toe May, Ganga, G, Porta 
vy, and Huntley Wricht, 
M Irving, Elise Cooke, Topsy 
ay Olive Sent hy Beatty-Kingston, H. Coral, and 


Evie Greene. 
DUKE OF ere 
Lessee and Manager, 
Tali EVENING, at 50, Tae ‘MARRIAGE OF 
Miss Marie Tim Leonard Boyne, 


KITTY: 

Gilbert Hare, store Xs Lownie. Titohfiela Owen, Miss Elsie 
Chester, and ‘Miss Ellis Jeffreys. At 8 25, FOR LOVE OF 
PRIM: Messrs. Norman McKinnel, Ernest Mainwaring, 
Webb Darleigh ; Misses Elsie =" Muriel Beaumont. 


THIS EVENING, 


GAIETY. 
at 80. THE TORZADOR: Messrs, 
and gg hth jun., Mac 


kinder, Geo. Grossmith, i , 
Harry Grattan, Herbert Cla ton, A 
Harherton and Edmund Payne; esdames 
Millie Tacnete, Violet Lloyd, Connie Eidiss. Queenie 
Leightoa, Gertie Millar, M, Saqui, M. Baker, K. Mason, 
and Ethel Sydney. 


¢ GARRICK. 


THIS EVENING. at 9.0, THE BISHOP'S MOVE: Mr. 
Mr. H. B. Warner, ing Hedley, 
essie Bateman, Miss Freda Bramleigh, 
and Mise Violet Vanbragh. At 8.30, 4 PAIR OF 
KNICKEBBOCK GBS: Elfrida Clement and Mr, 
Nigel Play fair. 
SA Eeey KET. 


THIS EVENING, at 8.30, THE GHOST OF JERRY 
te apy = At 9.0, Tuna mM ving. Mi. Ma a 
Maw both r) B Irving. 
ir, Charles Me Wii Wilfred Forster, Mr. G. Trollope, 
Mr. L. Broughton, Mr. H, Norton; Miss Daisy Thimm and 
Miss Winifred Emery. 


LYBIC. 
THIS EVENING, at 8 30, MICE AND MEN: Mr. Forbes 
Reberteon, Mr. Ben Webster, Mr. Luigi Lablache, Me. 
bg 7 jua., Mr. J. H. Ryley. Wr Ernest Cosham, 


Rorke, Miss Alice de 
gp ae Minnie Griffin, Miss th Fenchester, and 
Miss Gertrude Elliott. 
PRINCESS’8S. 


Mr. Bert Coote’s Season, Lessee, Mr. Frank De Jong. 
THIS EVENING, at 8.0, Mr. Bert Coote presents THE 
FATAL WEDDING: Messrs. Clarence M. Brine, Creagh 
» Paul Berton, > 
Weibeck, James Ralph, Master Walter Barker ; Mesdames 
Katharine Pole, Mary >=, Annie Brophy, Ida Valli, 
Hanid , Molly Movre. 


PRINCE OF WALES’. 


THIS EVENING, at 8 Penn Srey WEDSESDAS 
at 2.0), THREE LITTLE MAIDS: Ada Reeve, 
Misses Hilda y, Venne, Norma 


8ST. JAMES’S, 
THIS EVENING, at 80, If I WERE m ayh Mr. 
Alexander, . Charles Fulton Henry Ainley, 
E. Lyall Swete, Alfred Brydone, B Vivian yoolds, 
H. B. Hignett, W. B. Staveley, H. Dansey, A. Machen, 
R. &c.; Mesdames Julie Opp, Suzanne Sheldon, 
Bessie Page, &c. 


VoY. 
THIS grey NAUGHTY NANCY: hue 


has. B, Stev neth Dougias, Jobo M Ha 
Mesdames Gladys Tir, 


MacCallum, 
Millie Lowell uve, sai lly, Davies Webster, Oiive Leyton, 
and Kitty Loftus. sand 
THIS EVENING, at ir A CHINESE HONEYMOON : 
AY Hy Bg AT 
‘arren 
Daintion, F. Went P. Barnes. #. Balfour, &. Cocll, 
Marie Daltrs, Jessica ion Lait, Fanny Wright, J. Lowes, 
Kate Cutler, Mellie Marler. 
WYNDHAW’S 


de 


, Charlers-¥ 
THIS EVESING, wt 6 20, Siw, THE IDOL; 


Messrs. H, V, se, G, - Tithersdge, Y. 
Mernsoyd, ¥.P. Boreas, 1. Faber E Walter, HB; 
ilson, A. Mesvin, Meads, K. Bergeantson,W- 
Jones, M. Morris, 1,  Moubrey, J. Freelowe, L, Walde- 

grave, L, Fitzgerald, ‘and Lens Ashwell, 


Ps 





eI1P\ 


